POOR REMOVAL (IRELAND). 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 29 January 1878 \—for t 



RETURN “ of the Number of Poor Persons Removed from the several 
Unions and Parishes under separate Boards of Guardians in 'England 
and Wales to Ireland, giving Names, Number of Family and Ages, Length 
of Residence in England or Wales, Cause of Removal, and to what Union 
Removed, since the 1st day of January 1875 

“ Similar Return of those Removed from Scotland to Ireland by the 
Parochial Authorities in Scotland 

“ And, Copy of Correspondence in reference to the same.” 



Local Government Board, 
27 June 1878. 



} 



JOHN LAMBERT, 

Secretary. 



(Mr. Downing .) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons., to be Printed, 
2 July 1 878 . 
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I Edward Nelson 



John Ranlclin • 



• I Sarah Cottin^hnm 






I Jane Connolly 



And fire children 






1 Martin Slattery and Cathe- 



I John Murphy - 









Robert White - 



Thomas Joyce - 
William Cowan 
John Hurley and Ann hie; 









residence in this un 



6 months ■ 



One child, three months 












I. the last legal seltlement 



. I Inability to earn livelihood 
■ permanent disability 






j Having become chargeable and 



Behnullet. 
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Returned convict desirous to get 
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Annie Bowles - 
Frank Redmond 



Bridget L 
Patrick C „ 

Daniel Henahan 
Johanna Murphy 



Ellen f daughter),’ 17 years. 
Joseph (son), 7 years. 
Elizabeth (daughter), fl years. 
74 years - - - - 






Wane of work - 









Margaret (wife), SO years. 
Mary Ann (child), 16 years. 
Richard (child), 3 years. 



Michael (clrild), 6 years. 
Jobtuma (wife), 24 years. 
William (child), 18 months. 



Mary Ann (child), 11 years. 
Sarah (child), 7 years. 

Mary (child), 6 months 
20 years - 






i Chargcability to poors rates - . 



. I . ditto - ditto 



years at sea). ^ 



4 months (five mouths | • 



So utli Dublin, 

Gafway. 

Waterford. 
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Liverpool— awK John lie dm end - - - 82 years 3 months 

Ann Steward - - - 62 „ - - - - | 6 years 

Thoina* Clark - - -45» - - 4 - 2o„ 

Henna Barratt - - - 25 „ - .- -2 weeks 

Joseph Bradshaw - 11 „ - Unknown 

Ann Tata - 60 „ - ... 3 years 

Christina (child), 9 years - 3 „ 

Margaret Ormond - - 2 1 years - It months 

Mary (child), 17 dnya - - 17 days 

Mary Rerillo - 22 jjeare ' j ’ ' 

John Cain 

, Miehsei Mullen 
Ann Casey 
William Pitsgibbon 

*** ' Margaret (child), 4l ; 

Mary Myers - 26 years 

Edward Kelly - - - 46 „ - 

George Little - 26 „ - - 

Catherine Riley - * - 37 „ - * 

^ Teresa (child), 6 year 

Emily tchild), 3 year- - - 

Ann Burke - - - 80 years^ - - ^ - -6 years^ - - - - ditto - ditto 

Margaret Thompson - 20 years ... - 3 weeks ... - ditto - ditto 

Thomas Dellahnnt - 06 „ .... 10 days ... - ditto . ditto 

Catherine Chandler - - 55 „ .... 34 years .... ditto - ditto 

Mary Rcviile - 20 "g" 1 6 ,, _ - - ditto - ditto 

Patrick M'Grath - - 20 years ... - 0 months ... - ditto - ditto 

Robert Ftannagan - - 87 ,, - - - - 10 years - - - - ditto - ditto 

Sophia M‘Garry - 47 ,, - - - - 30 ,, - - - - ditto - d)tto 
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South Dublin. 

Belmullet. 
North Dublin. 



Escaped, Manulla Junction. 



Shillelagh. 



North Dublin. 






Ellen” (child). 






North Dublin. 






KflfmaS oc 
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Mary A. Cowley 
Winifred Cowley 

William Preston 
Einily Taylor - 
Mary Connell - 



Charles Edward Horrif 



Elisabeth Frayn or 






John M'Givcny 



Thomas Norm ' - 
James Donaldson 



Ann (child), 11 years 
John (child), 7 ,, 
Charles (child), 4 „ 

Mary A. (child), 12 years 
Margaret (child), 7 „ 
Bridget (child), 3 „ 

Annie (child), 9 months 



John (child), 3 year 



3 weeks 
11 days 
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Castlcrea. 

Slokestown. 

llallina. 

North Dublin. 
I South^Dublin. 
Bally makou. 




Newlownards. 



Carrick-on-Shannon. 
North Dublin. 
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John O’Neil - 
Joseph Day 
Patrick Halpin 



Daniel Reardon 



Thomas Manley 



mIT : 

■ 14 months • 



Catherine ( wife), 33 years - 
Francis (child), 14 years 
Mary Ann (child), 11 years - 
Joseph (child), 2 months 1 



John (child), 0 creeks - 



Patrick (child). 11 years 
J Christopher (child), fi years - j 



G months ■ 
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South Dublin. 



Uo£ 



Carriclcmacross. 



North Dubli 



Lathdale. 

Killnrucy. 

North Dublin. 



- I Escaped in Dublin. 
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I John Quaker - 



| Michael Sheedy 



Thoirfas i":;s y - Rodstrs 
Thomas Hanlon 
Francis Wright 



j months ^ - 



I Jane Callaghan 



1 2 months (33} years in | • 



Robert O'Hara - 
John O’Donnell 



Michael Hart - 



AnnM'Gann - 






Marco] In Enwright - 



Edwin Nolan - 



Michael Daley - 
Patrick White - 
George Boyce - 
Patrick Gallom 












SB-. 
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Chargeability topoor’a rate - South Dublin. 



Elizabeth (wife), 28 years 
Thomas (child), 12 years 
John (child), 6 years - 
Bernard (child), 5 years 
Mary (child), 3 years - 









George (child), 2 year 






Waterford. 
South Dublin. 



Nteholas^ljrnn 
Thomas Kelly 



Mary” (wife), 23 . 
Thomas (child), 1 



Mohill - 
Newtownards. 



Maria Scott 
John Campbell 









John”(son), 17 yearn - 

Elisabeth (child), 17 years 
Margaret (child), 11 years 
Joseph (child), 10 years 
Mary Ann (child), 8 years _ 






Elizabeth Brown 
Sylvester Morion 

Thomas Roberts 



6 months (35 to do years 
abroad). 



Loughrea. 



Canada). 



Maiy (wife), 20 years 
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Andrew Casvfield 







Abbeylelx. 
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- (b) Third time she lias been re- 






- This is a case of a biinVmao. 
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England or Wales. 



ENGLAND— con limed. 



Destitute 



IIaICT 

Malguiet^Liirklil 
Isabella Malone/ 






Nougbn o. 



South Dublin. 
Abbeyleix. 
North Dublin. 



Destitute and chargeahilty 



Mary Aun Reid 
Maria Reid 

Bridget Davis - 
Peter Cullen 
Samuel Steel ^ 



Toxleth Park 



South Dublin. 



A^fcw months 



Two, 11 and 9 years 



West Derby - - Michael Hamilton - 

John Killeen* - 
Ellen McGrath- - 

Printed image digitised by the Ur 






One child, 10 months 



I i versify of Southa 



fmpton Library Digitisation Unit 










Ellen Geary (wife) 
Mary Geary (child) 



Jana Geary (child) 
Michael Geary (child) 

Mary Ann Donovan . 






Catheriu^Dickeneon 
William Joyce 



Mnvy Hagan - - 

James Fenton Eccleston 
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being unable to find*her (re- 
mitted to workhouse. 
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REMOVAL (.IRELAND). 
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li HTutlN of llie Number of Poor Persons removed from the several Unions end Parishes under separate Beards of Guardians in England and Wales to Ireland, &c. — continued . 



ENGLAND— continued. 

NonTnUMnEItLAXB : 

Berwick - on - I Catherine Coyne (widow) - I 



Thomas Giiboy 

Mary Giiboy (child) - : 
Hi i li \ i- 1 1 
( 'h rinoGilno) hilo 
Thomas Giiboy (child) 



Mary Kaftan (child) - 
John Kagan (child) - 
Michael Donnelly - 









Catherine Wray 



Bridget Jane Bailey - 















North Dublin - 









■ One week in this Union- I . 






A few weeks in this Union - 






One day in thisUniom 



tins Union repeatedly. 



About six months - 






Westport. 
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treat B.omwich 



Margaret Mitchell 

" "KJE‘ 

Jolin Whalin - 






James Kelley - 
Cntherine^Reardon 






Susan ftPOomley (wife) 
Charles M'Contley (child) - . 
Frederick M'Comiey (child) 
Thomas Kelley 



and two children 



Philip Wright - 
John Sherry - 






months in this Union 
About 45 years - 



Permanent disability ; phthisis - 



Destitution, being deserted by 






Kilkenny. 
South Dublin. 

Sellbridge. 



Second removal. 



■ I TKe widow of a soldier. 



Removed 7 July 1875. 
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Bridget Flannngan - 



J >hn I lor n igan 






Edward Welsh - 
Michael Cronin 
Margaret Cronin 



Marg«™Tl>ow?if 






Michael Whelan 






SetB 



John Donovan - 









Ellen Brosnen (wife) 
John Brosnen (child) 
George Brosnen (child) 
Timothy Brosnen (child) 
Charles Brosuen (child) 
Johanna Cronen 
Mary Purvey - 



3 months in Cardiff - 



Want of work- 



Chargeability - 
Deserted by husl 

Char^eablllty - 



Waterford. 
South Dublin. 






Chnrgeability and deserted 
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CORRESPONDENCE relating to Cases of Removal of several Poor 
Persons from England and Wales to Ireland. 



Correspondence. 
England and Wales. 



Lexter from Mr. G. F. Nugent to the Honourable the Local Government Board, 
London. 

The Late Irish Removals from the Nottingham Union. 



26, Queen’s Grove, Nottingham, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, _ 11 May 1876. 

In drawing your attention to the recent removal of certain Irish inmates from the 
Nottingham Union, by the recently appointed clerk, Mr. Morley, I beg most respectfully 
to ask your kind consideration of the following : — 

Mr. Morley was appointed to the position of clerk to the guardians in December last, 
on which occasion he made a statement to the effect that he was not well conversant with 
the Poor Law Acts, but as he had become the chosen of the guardians he would employ, 
at his own expense, an efficient assistant to act under him; a person who has had long 
experience in the working of the Poor Law system. He, therefore, engaged a young 
man, named Connor, who had previously been an assistant at Liverpool, to conduct the 
business of the Nottingham Union for him (Mr. Morley). I bring these statements before 
you to show that when Mr. Morley was elected to the clerkship he admitted that he was 
not conversant with the Poor Law administration, 

I admit that the removal of the Irish inmates of this union to their native country had 
not been carried out by the guardians or their previous clerk, for some years; and 
therefore, I contend that Mr. Morley acted rather premature in sending them away 
without first bringing the matter before the board. I append the names, &c. of those 
people, as published by the “ Nottingham Press.” 



The Irish Removals. 



“ The following are the names and ages of the paupers who have just been banished to 
Ireland by the Nottingham guardians of the poor : — 



Names. 


Age. 


Admitted 
into the 
Workhouse. 


Names. 


Age. 


Admitted 
into the 
Workhouse. 


Edward Gilmore 


75 


13 Jan. 1876 


William Kelly - - - 


49 


14 Jan. 1876 








Mary Regan (and three 












children) - 




1 Jan. 1876 


Michael Callaghan 


31 


8 Oct. 1875 


William - 


7 


„ „ 


Michael McOwen 


32 j 


1 Dec. 1875 


Elizabeth - 


5 


„ „ 


Michael J ennings 


70 


2 Feb. 1870 


James - 


3 


” ” 



In the case of Mary Regan, as is shown by a declaration made by her before the 
master of the Mohill Union in Ireland, it is asserted that her husband is a native of 
Nottingham; and if this be true, as I presume it is, it is not legal to have placed on an 
Irish union four children who legally belong to this country. 

My reason for placing these facts before you, for your consideration, is, that after the 
removal of these poor people, the clerk, Mr. Morley, preferred a series of charges against 
them, and got them published in the local press ; what reason he had for so doing is best 
known to himself; but to say the least, it was not kind, it was not humane. I append a 
copy of those charges as published : — 

Regan, Mary, aged 30, four children, seven, five, three, and one younger, illegitimate, 
aged about five weeks. Order of removal obtained some time before her confinement. 
This woman requested to be allowed to remain until after she was delivered of her child. 
Became chargeable the last time on 1st January 1876. Came from Basf'ord Union to 
Nottingham. Has been deserted by her husband some years. Had been in Nottingham 
less than a week before being admitted into the workhouse. Had been in Nottingham 
many times previously, but always in the workhouse, and never occupied a house in 

Nottingham, 
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Nottingham, nor even permanent lodgings. Has been in and out of the -workhouse six 
times during the last four years. Has been twice confined here of bastard children. 

Callaghan, Michael, aged 31, was in the Lunatic Asylum at Ballinasloe, Ireland, for a 
long period, and left there on the 27lh June 1872, and shortly afterwards came as a tramp 
to Nottingham, and was found to be insane, and was then removed to Sneinton Asylum, 
and kept at the cost of this union. Was discharged from there last October, and came 
direct into the workhouse, and remained there until he was removed to Ireland. He 
never worked, nor had a house, nor lodgings in Nottingham, hut was simply tramping 
through. 

McOwen, Michael, aged 42, admitted into the workhouse 1st December last. Left 
Leeds, and came straight into iho Nottingham Workhouse. Never did a day’s work in 
Nottingham, nor had he lived here previous to his coming from Leeds. Only left Ireland 
five years ago. Not married, nor had any relations in England. 

Jennings, Michael, aged 69, admitted 2nd February 1876. Had lived in Nottingham 
two months only, and in lodgings. Was admitted into the house about five years previ- 
ously when in the town. The total time he has lived in Nottingham, exclusive of the 
time he was in the workhouse, does not exceed six months. 

Gillmore, Edward, aged 75, admitted 13th January 1876. Has lived in Nottingham, 
in gaol and out, in the workhouse and out, on and off. for the last 40 years. Has absconded 
with the union clothes seven or eight times; has been before the magistrates nearly 30 
times; has been admitted into the workhouse 50 separate times during the last 10 years. 
No records hav§ been k ept previous to this, therefore the number of previous admissions 
cannot be ascertained. He had never occupied a house in Nottingham, nor had he any 
settlement, nor could he have been removed, had he not upon several occasions left Not- 
tingham to reside in other towns. He stated that he had no friends nor relations in 
Nottingham. 

Sullivan, James, imbecile, aged 53, admitted into the workhouse as a tramp, on the 
12th January 1873, and from the tramp ward removed into the body of the house, and 
on account of the weakness of his intellect, was transferred from there to the imbecile 
ward. On becoming unmanageable, was sent to the asylum, and after a short time was 
transferred back to the imbecile ward. This is a permanent case of imbecility. Has never 
occupied either lodgings or dwelling-house in Nottingham; is unmarried, and all his rela- 
tions and friends are in Ireland. 



These charges, in some instances, as I proved to the satisfaction of the magistrates, and 
which will be "shown further on, are utterly unfounded, and were made, I am inclined to 
think, with the object of cloking Mr. Morley’s very injudicious acts of sending these poor 
people away without the knowledge of the guardians, as they knew nothing whatever of 
the transaction for six days after it actually took place. 

The clerk stated before the magistrates (as you will see further on) that he was 
only asked once for the particulars before the board as to the destination of those 
people. I beg to draw your attention to the following extracts copied from the three local 
journals 

“ On the 8th February (five days after the removal took place) the matter was brought 
before the board by Mr. Walter Gregory, who asked, was it true that 10 persons had been 
removed from the house without the knowledge or consent of the board. Messrs. Bentley, 
Sylvester, Gibney, and others followed, stating their surprise that the clerk should have com- 
mitted such an act without the authority of the board. After a lengthy discussion on the 
subject, Mr. Gregory moved a resolution to the effect, ‘ That the action of Mr. Morley in 
sending those Irish inmates to Ireland was against the present rules of the house, and re- 
gretted that he should have done so without first asking the consent of the board.’ The clerk 
then said, in reply, that he had the law to go by, and he thought he was only doing his 
duty ; but also said that they were sent in first-class compartments, and would guarantee 
their proper delivery at their respective unions in Ireland. Mr. Gregory’s motion on the 
injudicious action of the clerk was lost by the casting vote of the chairman. 

Mr. Morley was then asked for the names and other particulars of the paupers sent, 
but on this occasion the information was not given. 

At the next meeting of the board, on the 15th of February, the subject was introduced 
by Mr. James Gibney, who asked for the particulars in connection with the removals, and 
the destination of each person sent away. To this Mr. Morley promised to give him 
(Mr. Gibney) the particulars after the meeting. Mr. Gibney replied, that he wanted the 
information in a public manner; thus -the matter dropped. 

On the 22nd of February, Mr. Gibney again introduced the subject, and then received 
a copy of the charges as given on page 3, with names, ages, &c., but the destination of 
each was withheld from the document. This being the case, a suspicion at _ once arose 
that everything was not right or straightforward, or this most important information 
would be also given. I am convinced that if given then in an open and straightforward 
manner, the matter would most likely have ended ;. but this information being kept back 
by Mr. Morley, showed there was something wrong which he did not want to be found 
out. Then the guardians who brought the subject forward began to urge the necessity 
of making this public, and pressed Mr. Morley for it. The subject was then also taken 
up by the outside public, who seemed most anxious to know the whereabouts of these 
poor people. ' 
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Correspondence. 
England and Wi ales. 



On the 29th of February, Mr. Walter Gregory proposed the following resolution, 
which was seconded by Mr. John Sylvester, “ That the clerk be requested to furnish the 
names of the persons, and the parishes in Ireland to which they were removed.” An 
amendment was proposed by Mr. Acton, “ That the information be not given which 
was carried by seven votes to five. 

Then again, on the 7th of March, the subject was introduced by Mr. Gibney, when 
he said, “ That some misunderstanding existed about the information he asked for, as the 
destination of the Irish paupers was not given.” After a long discussion on the matter, 
in which the majority of the board supported the clerk, the information of the whereabouts 
of these people was not given ; whereupon Mr. Sylvester said, “ That some of the 
members of the board wanted the information, and that the outside public seemed most 
anxious for it, and it seemed strange that it would not be given ; but he would get 
it, he said, if he had to advertise for it through the Irish press.” Thus the subject 
dropped. 

Lastly, on the 14th March, Mr. Bentley said, “ He would ask the clerk to furnish the 
board with the names of the places to which each Irish person had been sent.” Mr. 
Morley then said, “ That if members liked to ask him for the information they could have 
it.” This, I presume, he meant to give privately. 

These extracts, my lords and gentlemen, are copied from the local reports of the 
different meetings, as published in three public journals, and it seems strange to me that, 
under these circumstances, Mr. Morley could have stated publicly before the magistrates, 
and a crowded court, that he was only asked once for it. It seems plain that he must 
have some particular motive in withholding this information, or he would have given it 
with the rest. The charges he made against those poor people would not bear* the light 
of investigation'; and at the same time he knew that the people were not delivered at 
their proper destination, and, perhaps, dreaded the three months’ imprisonment he told 
the magistrates he would be liable to if he - neglected this important part of the 
removal. 

Seeing that the minority of the guardians were, week after week, refused the in- 
formation sought for, there was no other alternative left but for the outside public to take 
the matter up, and seek the information through some other channel. As it was by a 
magistrate’s warrant they were removed to Ireland, it was only natural to suppose that 
the magistrates could give the particulars of the destination they were sent to. I was 
thus reluctantly compelled to apply to them in petty sessions assembled, on Monday, the 
13th day of March, and after heaving my statement, they adjourned the application to 
the Wednesday following for the purpose of having Mr. Morley present, also the 
magistrate who signed the warrant. I then renewed my application, stating that the 
clerk was asked on several occasions for it by different guardians, but refused to give it. 
I append the proceedings before the magistrates, taken from the “ Daily Guardian ” of 
the 16th March, in which you will see that I was supported by several^ of the 
guardians in the police court, after being refused the information by their own 
servant. 

“ The Irish Removal Cases. 

<c The Magistrates v. The Guardians. 

"Yesterday forenoon at the Town Hall, Messrs. Birkin (presiding), Windley and 
Starey on the bench, Mr. George F. Nugent (accompanied by an English gentleman 
named Lilley) again appeared in the witness box in reference to the removal of 10 
Irish paupers by the Nottingham Board of Guardians to their parishes in Ireland . 

“ The Clerk .] You made an application here on Monday. 

“ Mr. Nugent.] Your worships, I made an application on Monday before the magis- 
trates to know the destination of the Irish paupers that were sent away by the Nottingham 
Union. The same application was made to the clerk to the union on several occasions 
by the different guardians, and the clerk refused to give up the information. I made my 
application. 

“ Mr. Birkin.] On whose behalf did you apply ? 

“ Mr. Nugent.] On my own behalf. 

" Mr. Birkin . J On your own personal behalf? 

“ Mr. Nugent.] Yes, sir. Knowing that they were sent away by a magistrate’s warrant, 
and the clerk refusing to give the information, to the guardians, I thought the only 
remedy left was to see a copy of the warrant. There is something mysterious in the 
matter altogether. There has been a statement published by Mr. Minnitt. that could not 
have been got except on the information of the clerk to the union. He states that one 
of the men, 75 years of age, had absconded seven or eight times, taking with him the 
union clothes, but I believe that it is not correct. Mr. Morley ’s predecessor could not 
have been doing his duty if he allowed a pauper to escape with his clothes seven or eight 
times. The clerk says seven or eight times ; now, it would have been a very easy thing 
for the clerk to refer to the hooks, and see whether it was seven or eight times. There 
is something very mysterious about the 'affair, and we make the application to the magis- 
trates to make the guardians give us the information we want. 

“ Mr. Birkin.'] Have you made an application to the guardians Bince you were here 
before ? 

« Mr. 
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“ Mr. Nugent.'] I did' not make an application, but Mr. Councillor Sylvester, Mr. 
Councillor Gregory, Mr. Councillor Bentley, and also Mr. James Gibney, made applica- 
tions on several occasions to the clerk for the information, and he refused to give it. I see £ 
by this morning’s papers, that when he found that this application had been made on the 
question, he would have given the information yesterday. 

“ Mr. Birliin. ] That is the clerk ? 

“ Mr. Nugent .] Yes, sir. 

“ Mr. Bukin.] You are aware that so far as your application is concerned, the magis- 
trates have not only nothing to do with it, but they have no power to give you these 
addresses; anything that the magistrates could do would be to give you a recommendation 
to the guardians to let you have the information. As far as my own personal opinion 
goes, and I think I am speaking also for the magistrates on the bench, we can’t see any 
reason why they should not do it, but perhaps Mr. Morley (and I see him here) may 
have some reason to give us why this information should not be given. 

“ Mr. Morley.] First and foremost, Mr. Nugent states that 1 have been asked upon 
several occasions by the guardians to give this information. This, I beg to deny in toto, 
and also that I have been asked excepting once, that was before the guardians. 

“ Mr. Birliin.] By the guardians ? 

“ Mr. Morley. j No, sir, not by the guardians, but by Mr. Bentley. The guardians 
passed a specific resolution that I was not to give this information. 

“ Mr. Bitkin.] That is quite right. 

“ Mr. Morley.] Had the information been asked me privately, I would have given it. 

I had no reason of my own for withholding it, but any discussion which could have taken 
place upon it would have been profitless to any one, therefore the guardians declined to 
give any information on the subject. 

“ Mr. Birliin.] Then you are not here to give any information? 

« Mr. Morley . j I will tell you the law on the matter. The law provides that whoever 
shall remove these paupers shall remove them to the places mentioned in the magistrate’s 
warrant. I am the person who removed these men, and I am liable to three months’ im- 
prisonment if I neglected the law, and I think you will agree with me that I have a little 
more respect for my position than to do that. I was asked by the guardians, on the 
occasion of the removal, whether the law had been carried out, and the guardians were 
satisfied that what I did was perfectly in . accordance with the law. Mr. Nugent makes 
some complaint that 1 had stated that the man named Gilmore, had absconded seven or 
eicrht times with the union clothes. "When I made that statement, I made it on a state- 
ment furnished to me by the master of the workhouse. This morning I went to the 
office a little earlier to look up the books, and I found that instead of the man absconding 
seven or eight times he had absconded nine times, and I have no doubt, that if I had 
searched another five years I should have found that he had absconded another nine 
times. I am not ashamed of my dealings in the matter. If the magistrates request me to 
furnish these names I will do so, but I will not to any third party. I don’t think it is my 
duty in any shape, as I am under instructions. 

“ Mr. Nugent.] Your Worships, Mr. Morley did furnish the names, with this exception, 
that he did not give the places the men were sent to. 

“ Mr. Birkin.] You come before us, not to tell us all about this, but to make a simple 
application, which is to request the clerk of the board of guardians, Mr. Morley, to give 
you this information. Mr. Morley has had positive instructions not to do so, and the 
magistrates have no power to compel the guardians to do it, and certainly we are less 
informed on a subject of this kind than the guardians must be. I should hesitate very 
much to request the guardians to do this, because I take it that men who are constantly 
engaged in the considerations of these questions must know a great deal more about 
them” than we can possibly know. As far as we know, there is no reason why they 
should not give the information. 

“ Mr. Councillor Sylvester (from the solicitors’ inclosure).] When the application was 
made on the first day, Mr. Morley refused it ; and the next time it was made there was 
only a small number of guardians, and they passed a resolution against giving the 
information. . _ . , , . 

« Mr. Councillor Gregory (from the solicitors’ inclosure).] I might say, your worships 

« Mr. Birkin.] I might say that this is altogether irregular, but I don’t see why we 
should not hear Mr. Gregory on the matter, if he can give us any information. 

“ Mr. Windley.] We h&ve nothing to do but to sign the papers brought before us by 
Mr. Morley. ' , . , . , x _ iV . 

« Mr. Gregory.] As one of the guardians, I may say that, m adopting a precedent ot this 
sort, we thought it would have been better if the matter had been brought before the board, 
as'many accusations were made against these people, which I think is entirely wrong, and we 
thought it would be nothing but right to know the destination of these people, so that the 
matter could be thoroughly inquired into. It was on my proposition that the names were 
not to be granted, but I think, as a guardian, that we ought to be furnished with the 
destination of these people. 

“ Mr. Gibney (from the jury-box) said that the friends of the people who had been sent 
away were very anxious to know their destination. He had made the application on 
several occasions for the information, but had failed to get it. Mr. Morley had offered to 
give him the information privately, but he (the speaker) had said that the information 
was public property, and ought to be given to the public. 
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“ The clerk to the magistrates having consulted with the Bench— 

« Mr. Birkin said : I must say that I can’t for my life see why they should object 
to give this information. I should think there is every reason why the addresses should 
be given. I think there is no doubt about that, and we think Mr. Morley has certainly 
not given us any reason why the information should not be given. 

“ Mr. Morley was about to speak, when — 

“ Mr. Birkin said : You are simply obeying your orders. 

“ Mr. Morley .] I am the servant of the guardians, and I am requested not to furnish 
the information. 

“ Mr. Birkin.'] We think, as a matter of courtesy, the information should be given. 

« To Mr. Nugent.] Mr. Morley will tell the guardians what we think about it. 

« On the applicant stepping from the witness-box, Mr. Windley (from the Bench) was 
understood to say that the application was a perfectly right and proper one.” 

Erom the preceding report you see what was said by Mr. Gregory, Mr. Sylvester, and 
where Mr. Gibney states, “ that he made the application on several occasions, but failed 
to get it.” Who is guilty of all these mis-statements ; the ratepayers of Nottingham 
wish to know. 

Now, with regard to the charges preferred by Mr. Morley against these poor people, 
who he thought would never be found out, to know if such charges were true or false ; 
but the poor generally find a friend who will not allow them to be trampled upon without 
cause. If a poor person be necessitated to apply for parish relief, surely they should not 
be branded with theft or dishonesty without meriting it, as is the case with poor Gilmer, 
an imbecile, a man who was not really accountable for his acts. Mr. Morley stated in 
the charge against him, and also before the magistrates, “ that he absconded nine times 
with the clothes of the union, and if he would look at the books for five years further 
back, he could find out where he absconded nine times more.” This statement was made 
for the purpose of leading the ratepayers to believe that this poor idiot actually had stolen 
18 suits of the union clothing, and made away with them. The fact is, as the 
master’s book will show, that he used to get leave of absence, and if not back to time, he 
would be put down in the absconding column. So it turns out that the poor fellow never 
took a suit of clothes from the union in his life but the suit he was sent to Ireland in. 

Now with regard to Mary Regan, the clerk in his charge against her says, “ That she 
was deserted by her husband for some years, and came into the union in January last to be 
confined of a bastard child.” Mr. Morley must certainly be a very far-seeing youno- man, 
and naturally has a good recollection of the adage, “ That it is a wise child that knows 
its own father” ; but I will refer you to the Rev. Mr. O’Neill, of Ilkeston, who stated 
to me that he saw Mary Regan in the company of her husband on several occasions 
within the last 18 months, and also on the day previous to her coming to the Notting- 
ham Union to be confined, and that he baptised her children. Mr. Morley stated at a 
meeting of the board on the 4th of April, “ That he found Mary Regan had not been 
married at all.” Really, this Mr. Morley must be a curiosity. He can tell for certain 
whether women have gone through the marriage service, and also whether a child be 
legitimate or illegitimate. The Rev. Mr. O’Neill said he saw Mary Regan’s marriage 
certificate, and if it be required in this investigation he will undertake to produce it, as 
he has known them (the Regans) for years. 

Th following copies of letters and telegrams are the replies I received in answer to the 
inquiries made, after the destination was given by the clerk. It was taken from the 
“ Nottingham Guardian ” of the 1st of April. 



“ The Late Irish Removals. 

“ To the Editor of the ‘ Nottingham Daily Guardian.’ 

“ Sir, 

“ Having published in your issue of the 26th ultimo, a letter from Mr. Minnitt, giving 
a long list of certain charges preferred against the poor people who were so clandestinely 
removed from the Nottingham Union by Mr. Morley, the clerk, on the 3rd of I'ebiuary 
last, will you allow me space in your widely circulated journal to give publicity to the 
result of the inquiries I have made with regard to these charges. 

“You know, sir, that I had a great amount of trouble to get the destinations of these 
poor people from the guardians or their clerk ; but after making applications to the 
justices who signed the warrant for their removal, I was directed to apply to the guardians 
for the information, as c they could not see on what grounds it was withheld.’ I applied 
to the guardians on the 21st. instant, and after a most cordial reception, I renewed my 
application, stating I only took the step I now did seeing that the information was asked 
for on several occasions by Messrs. Sylvester, Gregory, Gibney, and Bentley, but with- 
out success. After a lengthened discussion the clerk was requested to give the 
particulars. I then communicated with the masters of the several unions given, and have 
received the following replies : — 

“ Sir, “Mohill "Workhouse, 27 March 1876. 

“ Having received a communication from you on the 25th instant, I beg to state that 
a woman named Mary Regan and four children, had been brought to this union on 7th 

Eebruary, 
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February, bv a Mr. Webster, as given by himself, not a relieving officer. Hence 
I am of Opinion that the clerk has preferred charges -which are both illegal and un- 
founded. 

“ Trusting, sir, that you will see the poor woman brought to rights, and not allow any 
slight to be thrown on her reputation, 

“ I am, &c. 

“ Mr. Geo. F. Nugent.” (signed) “ Edward Geelan , Master.” 



“ The following are the answers given to the charges preferred against Mary Eegan by 
the clerk of the Nottingham Union : — 

“ Mr. Morley says : ‘ Has been deserted by her husband for some years.’ 

“ Mary Regan says : £ Deserted by my husband since the 10th of May 1875.’ 

“ Mr. Morley says : * Had been in Nottingham many times previously, but always in 
the workhouse, and never occupied a house in Nottingham, nor even permanent 
lodgings.’ 

“ Mary Regan says : ‘ Never an inmate till 1st January 1876 ; kept a furnished room 
for 12 months in Millstone-lane, Nottingham. 

“ Mr. Morley says : ‘ Has been in and out of the workhouse six times during the last 
four years. Has been twice confined of bastard children here.’ 

. “ Mary Regan says: ‘Never confined in a workhouse till 1st January 1876, when 

f iving birth to a child legally and lawfully entitled to the name of Regan, as given her 
y wedlock, and the imputations heaped on her character of giving birth to bastard 
children is wholly and entirely false, such never having been the case.’ 

« Sir, these are the replies given me by Mary Regan when asked. She has since 
learned that her husband is a native of Nottingham, being born in a place called Leeses- 
yard, as well as she has been informed. She has been reared an orphan; never in a 
workhouse during her stay in Ireland, before going to England ; of good character and 
respectable people. She is well conducted, and in no way can any aspersion be thrown 
on her since I have become acquainted with her. Her. children are not so healthy as 
they had been previous to being sent from England. If anything could have been done 
for the unfortunate woman, it would be very laudable, for if her husband had been so 
unkind as to desert her, that is no reason she should be treated with contempt, but on the 
contrary. 

“ Sir, you will me much oblige by letting me know what may be the upshot of this trans- 
action, a9 I shall anxiously look out for it. 

“ Yours truly, &c. 

(signed) “ Edward Geelan, Master. 



« Sk-j “ Sligo Workhouse, 29 March 1876. 

« In reply to your letter of the 25th instant, I beg to state, that Edward Gilmore, the 
person you referred to, has not arrived as yet at the Sligo Workhouse. 

“ I am, &c. 

(signed) “ T. Shaw, Master.” 

« To Mr. Geo. F. Nugent, Nottingham.” 

« I have got no replies from the other unions as yet, but shall be happy to place all 
particulars before the public when I receive them. 

“ The above requires just now no comment on my part ; I will let the public draw their 
own conclusions. Trusting you will excuse for trespassing on so much of your valuable 
space, 

i- “ I am, &c. 

« Queen’s Grove, 31 March 1876. (signed) “ Geo. F. Nugent” 

“ P.S.—l enclose you the original letters, which I shall be glad if you will shew to 
anyone interested in the matter.” 

These are serious and cruel charges for a young and inexperienced clerk to a union to 
prefer against the character of a poor but honest woman, and charges, I trust you, my 
lords and gentlemen, will investigate, as a matter of right. The public are not satisfied 
with the statements of Mr. Morley ; these statements being at variance with the reports 
of the local journals, and either must certainly be inaccurate. 

At the time this information was asked for by the guardians who took up this matter, 
Mr. Morley must have known that four out of the six adults had not been delivered at 
their proper destination. They were sent in charge of one man named Webster, who was 
paid 34 /. for his expenses; and it is presumed that Webster must have told Mr. Morley 
that he did not deliver Gilmore, Callaghan, McOwen, or Sullivan, they having been left 
at a public-house, while Webster went with the woman Eegan and her children to the 
Molehill Union. When he returned they were not. to be found, so he says. 

The removal took place on the 3rd of February, and the application to the magistrates 
was made on the 13th of March, when Mr. Morley stated before a crowded court that 
they were all sent to their respective parishes, and volunteered to enlighten the magis- 
trates on the law of the matter. “ The law,” he said, « provides that whoever shall 
remove these paupers, shall remove them to the places mentioned in the magistrate s war- 
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rant. I am the person who removed these men, and I am liable to three months’ 
imprisonment if I neglected the law ; and I think you will agree with me, that I have a 
little more respect for my position than to do that.” 

Now, Mr. Morley knew at this time, although making this broad statement, that the 
people were not left at their proper destination. 

After a lengthy inquiry before the magistrates, Mr. Windley, the magistrate who 
signed the warrant for their removal, stated, “ That he would certainly like to know if 
tliese people were left at their proper destinations.” Mr. Birkin then said, “ I must say,” 
addressing Mr. Morley, “ that I cannot for my life see why you should object to give 
this information. I should think there is every reason why the addresses should be given. 

I think there is no doubt about that ; and we think Mr. Morley has certainly not given 
us any reason why the information should not be given.” 

I then wrote to Mr. Morley, stating that I should do myself the honour of waiting on 
the o-uardians, at their next meeting, for the information. I did so, and after a long dis- 
cussion (particulars of which I append) the information was given. 

Mr. Morley at this meeting (April 22nu) did not admit that the paupers were not left 
at their proper destination. The following is a report of the meeting referred to, copied 
from the J ournal : — 

“ The Irish Removal Cases again. 

« Mr. Annibal asked whether the clerk had received a letter from a Mr. Nugent. 

“ The Clerk.] 1 have. 

« Mr. Egginton (who has taken the chair in place of Mr. Foster, who had to leave on 
important business).] With reference to this is it necessary to send any answer ? 

“ The Clerk replied in the negative, and proceeded to explain that on a certain day last 
week he attended the Town Hall at the request of the magistrates with reference to some 
application by Mr. Nugent, asking for the destination of the persons sent to Ireland. 

« Mr. Simpson.] If this is a matter concerning Mr. Nugent he ought to be present, 

I think. 

“ Mr. Massey.] He is not a member of this board. 

“ Mr. Egginton .] The clerk is perfectly in order. 

“ The Clerk, resuming, said, he attended before the magistrates, and Mr. Nugent stated 
his case. He (the clerk) theu stated what he had to say, merely telling the magistrates 
of the resolution passed by the guardians, that the information was not to be furnished. 

“ Mr. Bentley .] Would it not be better to read tlie letter first? 

“ The Clerk. j No, I would rather make my statement, because he says in his letter 
what is not strictly true. Mr. Morley proceeded to state that he told the magistrates 
that the guardians had passed a resolution that the information was not to be furnished, 
though he had offered on several occasions to furnish it to members of the board. The 
magistrates answered that he was doing his duty in the matter, but said they did not see 
any reason why the guardians should withhold the information. He told the magistrates 
that he would lay before the guardians what had been said, and that they might act upon 
it as they thought well. The clerk then read a letter from Mr. Nugent giving the result 
of his application to the magistrates, and asking the guardians for the required information. 

“ Mr. Hartshorn.] Can you give him the information ? 

“ The Clerk.] Yes, sir, so far as I am personally concerned. 

“ Mr. Bentley.] Then I beg to move that the information be given. 

“ Mr. Annibal.] Seconded. 

“ Mr. Egginton.] Has Mr. Nugent made any private application to the clerk ? 

“ The Clerk.] Certainly not. I offered to give the information to Mr. Sylvester, Mr. 
Gibney, and Mr. Gregory, and they refused to take it privately. 

“ Mr. Bentley.] It is a public question, and the public ought to know as well as private 
individuals. 

" Mr. Nugent , who was in attendance, was summoned into the Board room, and he 
renewed the application made to the magistrates to know the destinations of the persons 
6ent to Ireland. There was an idea abroad that they had not yet arrived at their destina- 
tion, and he believed the board was injuring itself by not consenting to give the informa- 
tion. People outside were of opinion that those sent out had not arrived, and he thought 
this should be cleared up ; and the sooner it was cleared up the more beneficial it would 
be for the board. The magistrates were unanimous in their opinion that there was no 
reason why the information should be withheld. 

“ Mr. Egginton.] I don’t wish to cut you short, but the board will form its own opinion 
irrespective of the magistrates. 

“ Mr. Nugent , continuing, said, he thought it necessary to explain why he went to the 
magistrates, and he did not mention the matter as any threat. He took this course as an 
outsider, and he came now to renew his application. It was very harsh that poor people 
should be removed to a country which perhaps they had not seen for the last 30 or 40 
years. 

“ Mr. Wilcock.] Do you wish the information to he furnished to you ? 

“ Mr. Nugent thought it would be better that the guardians should receive the 
information. 

“ Mr. Egginton.] I think the board understands the nature of your application ; it is 
that you be furnished with the names of the places to which these persons were removed. 

“ Mr. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




PAPERS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL (IRELAND). 29 



“ Mr. Nugent.] That is all. 

“ Mr. Btntley.] I understand that you want them to be furnished publicly. 

“ Mr. Nugent. ] I should certainly wish it to be made public. 

“ The Clerk said, that before Mr. Nugent retired, he should like to say one word. Mr. 
Nugent, when before the magistrates, and a letter which appeared in the papers, stated 
that lie (the clerk) had been asked for this information upon several occasions by the 
guardians. Now, he had only once been asked for it, and it was when the resolution was 
passed, that the information should not be furnished. 

“ Mr. Egginlon (to Mr. Nugent.')'] The board will take your application into considera- 
tion, and will no doubt furnish you with the requisite information. 

“ The Clerk denied that he had furnished Mr. Minnitt with certain particulars. 

“ Mr. Egginlon.'] If Mr. Minnitt likes to write letters, he may do so. (A laugh.) 

“The Clerk observed that the statement made by Mr. Nugent was calculated to make 
the public believe that he had some reason for withholding the information. 

“ Mr. Bentley.] I don’t think the. clerk is taking a right course' this morning. 

“ Mr. Egginlon.] I must call you to order, Mr. Bentley. I hope the clerk will not 
introduce details, but if I am chairman, I must have order. 

“ After Mr. Nugent had retired, Mr. Bentley again moved that the information be given. 

“ Mr. Massey - J You had better move that the other motion be rescinded first. 

“ Mr. Gamble thought it right that the information should be given to the board, and 
not to the person making the application. (Hear, hear). 

“ Mr. Massey.] I move that it is not given this morning ; there must he seven days’ 
notice to rescind the other motion. 

“ Mr. Gibney.] The sooner this thing is settled the better, and I shall support Mr. 
Bentley’s motion. Mr. Gibney asked the clerk for the destinations of Mary Regan (and 
four children), Michael Calligan, Michael McOwen, Michael Jennings, Edward Gilmore, 
and James Sullivan. 

“ Mr. Annibal thought they were making more fuss about the matter than it was worth. 
(Hear, hear). In order that the board might come to a resolution, he moved a suspen- 
sion of the Standing Orders. 

“ Mr. Hartshorn . ] I second that. 

“ Mr. Morley wrote out the destination in the cases mentioned, and handed the paper 
to the reporters. 

“ Mr. Gibney.] I don’t think that is courteous to the board. 

“ Mr. Bentley.] To put it on a bit of paper and throw it on the table. 

« The Clerk then read out the destinations of the people, which were Ennystymon, 
Sligo, Mohill, and Castlerea. Mr. Bentley rose to make some other remark. 

Mr. Egginlon.] I think wc have had enough of this. 

“ Mr. 'Bentley.] No, no, don’t hammer down everything. I want to know whether 
Borne one accompanied each one of these persons to the union to which he was to go. 

“ The Clerk.] I have stated so before. 

“ Mr. Egginlon.] I shall vacate the chair if you will not keep in order.” 

How can he reconcile this statement with the four who never arrived at all? 



My Lords and Gentlemen, Mr. Morley, I consider, has not acted the part of a wise or 
prudent man in the transaction ; then I would humbly beg that you make inquiries into 
the whole transaction, and see on what grounds he withheld the information with regard 
to the destination of these people so long, and at the same time, by what authority he 
caused to be published the foul and unwarrantable charges against the man Gilmore, and the 
woman Regan and her little children. By so doing, you will be the cause of satisfying the 
ratepayers of Nottingham, who are at the present moment anxiously watching the result. 

I append all particulars as they appeared iu the local journals, and if necessary, shall 
be most happy to send the original copies of letters, telegrams, &c. 

Awaiting a reply at your earliest convenience, 

I beg. Sc c. 

(signed) ~ Geo. F. Nugent. 



— No. 2. ~ 

Letter from Mr. Danby P. Fry to Mr. G. F. Nugent. 

Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W. 
Sir, 22 May 1876. 

I am directed by the Local Government Board to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 11th instant, respecting the conduct of Mr. Morley, the clerk to the guardians 
of the Nottingham Union, in connection with the removal of certain poor persons to Ireland. 
I am" directed to state that the matter will receive the Board’s attention. 

I am, &c. 

To Mr. G. F. Nugent, (signed) Danby F. Fry, 

26, Queen’s Grove, Nottingham. ’ Assistant Secretary. 



259. 



D 3 



Correspondence. 
England and Wales. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Correspondence. 
England and Wales. 



30 PAPERS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL (IRELAND), 



— No. 3.— 



Letter from Mr. Danby P. Fry to the Chairman of the Board of Guardians of the 
Nottingham Union. 

Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W. 

Sir, 22nd May 1876. 

I am directed by the Local Government Board to transmit to the guardians of the 
Nottingham Union the accompanying copy of a letter which has been addressed to the 
Board by Mr. G. F. Nugent, respecting the proceedings of Mr. Morley, the clerk to the 
Board, in connection with the removal of certain poor persons to Ireland. 

The Board will be glad to be furnished with the observations of the guardians on the 
subject of the enclosed oommunication. 

The Board will feel obliged by your returning to them the accompanying printed 
extracts from the newspapers. 

I am, &c. 

To the Chairman of the (signed) Danby P. Fry, 

Board of Guardians of the Nottingham Union, Assistant Secretary. 

Nottingham. 



— No. 4. — 

Letter from Mr. G. F. Nugent to the Honourable the Local Government Board, 
London. 

Irish Removals from the Nottingham Union. 

26 3 Queen’s Grove, Nottingham, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 7 June 1876. 

Allow me to submit to your honourable Board an account of the proceedings of the 
meeting of the Nottingham guardians held on Tuesday the 30th ultimo, in reference to 
your communication on the above subject. At the same time allow me to return my 
sincere thanks for the prompt attention you have given the subject. Taken from the 
“Daily Guardian ” of 31st May 1876. 



“The Irish Removal Question. 

“ The Clerk read the following communication from the Local Government Board, 
having reference to the question of Irish removals. — ( See Letter No. 3.) 

“ Mr. Vickers asked if they were compelled to listen to this nonsense. 

“ The Clerk might say that Mr. Nugent’s communication consisted only of 38 pages of 
foolscap. 

“ Mr. Oliver said he would propose that it be read that day six months'. 

“ Mr. Bentley trusted it would be read that morning. 

“ Accordingly the lengthy document was read by Mr. Morley as follows: — (< See Letter 
No. 1.) 

“ The reading of the letter was interrupted occasionally by ironical ‘ hear, hears,’ from 
several of the members, and laughter. 

“ Mr. Oliver moved and Mr. Tutin seconded, ‘ that the communications be referred to 
the selection reference committee. 

“ Mr. Vickers asked if Mr. Nugent was the Irishman who was before the magistrates in 
reference to the Pride of Erin Lodge? 

“ Mr. Egginton said they had nothing to do with that at all. Mr. Nugent, as an Irish- 
man, had thought it his duty to do what he had done for his fellow countrymen, and was 
not to be blamed for it. It was for the Board to see that the ratepayers were not imposed 
upon, and to do all they could firmly and kindly, irrespective of what people thought 
outside. Although he approved of the removal of the paupers to their union, he must say 
that he thought Mr. Nugent was quite right in what he had done. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. Gibney thought all the trouble would have been saved if Mr. Morley had given 
the information which he was asked for at first. 

“ The Chairman contended that the information not being supplied was the fault of the 
Board, and not of Mr. Morley. 

“ Dr. Worth strongly urged that there was a genei al feeling of satisfaction in the town 
as to what had been done in the question, but also a general feeling of dissatisfaction that 
what had been done was not done earlier. 

Mr. 
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“ Mr. Bentley said lie had never altered his opinion with regard to the Irish removal 
cases. He was convinced that so long as the Irish were not allowed to move the English 
from Ireland there was injustice done. He was told on good authority, that although an 
Englishman became chargeable to an Irish union, he could not be removed. This system 
of removing paupers from Nottingham had not been in existence for 16 years. (Mr. 
Oliver . — c M ore shame for it, then ; that is all I can say ; ’ and ‘ Order.’) Whenever these 
removals took place, the Board should have discriminating power to say whether this or 
that should be a case for removal or not. Don’t let them have any more of this transpor- 
tation. He was not surprised that Mr. Nugent had taken the course he had. Mr. 
Nugent was an Irishman and wished to stand by his fellow-countrymen. This was 
nothing but right, and they would do the same for their countrymen if they were in a 
foreign land. He thought an answer should go up to the Local Government Board at 
once, as he had lost confidence in the reference selection committee. 

“ After some observations from Mr. Oliver, his motion was put to the meeting and 
carried, and the Board then adjourned.” 

My Lords and Gentlemen, I will not pass any opinion just now on the proceedings of 
the guardians relative to this subject, but will submit to your honourable Board anything 
that may be made public here relative thereto. 

I have neglected in my former communication two important circumstances, 
which, I think, it would be well to make you conversant, with, and which are as 
follows: — 

On the 3rd of February, Mr. Morley got the magistrates here to sign a warrant for 
the removal of a man, named William Kelly, aged 49 years. This man was admitted 
into the house on the 14th of January 1876. It would be well to know from Mr. Morley 
what became of this man, as he has not yet arrived in Ireland. It is supposed here that 
the man Webster, who was the removing officer on the occasion, never saw the man after 
he left Chester, on his way to Holyhead. 

Again, in the case of Michael Jennings, aged 70 years, who was admitted into the 
house on the morning of the removals. I think Mr. Morley must admit that he had no 
power whatever to remove this man. He applied for temporary relief ; he got a break- 
fast, was put into a cold bath, and was sent off in about two hours after he made appli- 
cation for the temporary relief. 

I admit, my Lords and Gentlemen, that I know but little of the law of settlement, but 
there appears something rather strange and cruel in this case ; a man asking for temporary 
relief, getting a breakfast, then put into a cold bath, and shipped off to Ireland at once, 
actually before “ he enters the house ” at all. 

Trusting you will see if those statements are correct, 

I beg, &c. 

(signed) Geo. F. Nugent. 



— No. 5. — 

Letter from Mr. J. F. Rotton to Mr. G. F. Nugent. 

Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
Sir, 16 June 1876. 

I am directed by the Local Government Board to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication of the 7th instant, furnishing them with further particulars with regard to 
the charge preferred by you against the clerk to the guardians of the Nottingham Union 
in connection with the removal of certain poor persons to Ireland. 

Iam, &c. 

(signed) J. F. Rotton, 

To Mr. G. F. Nugent, Assistant Secretary. 

22, Queen’s Grove, Nottingham. 



Letter from Mr. Hugh Owen, jun., to the Chairman of the Board of Guardians of the 
Nottingham Union. 

• Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
Sir, 15 June 1876. 

Adverting to the letter which the Local Government Board addressed to you on the 
22nd ultimo, I am directed to transmit to the guardians of the Nottingham Union the 
accompanying: copy of a further communication which the Board have received from 
259 D 4 Mr. 
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Mr. G. P. Nugent respecting the proceedings of Mr. Morley, the clerk to the guardians, 
in connection with the removal of certain poor persons to Ireland. 

I am directed to request that the Board may be furnished with the observations of the 
guardians on the representations contained in Mr. Nugent’s further letter. 

I am, &c. 

To the Chairman of the Board of (signed) Hugh Owen, junior. 

Guardians of the Nottingham Union, 

Nottingham. 



Letter from Mr. IF. Foster to the Local Government Board, "Whitehall. 

My Lords and Gentlemen, Nottingham, 13 June 1876. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the letter of your honourable Board, 
dated the 22nd day of May 1876, and the enclosed copy letter addressed to the Board by 
Mr. G. F. Nugent. 

The document in question was submitted to the guai-dians at their meeting, held on 
the 31st day of May 1876, and at a meeting held this day, 24 guardians being present, 
the same was considered, when the following resolution was adopted, 20 guardians voting 
for the same : — 

« That this Board, having heard the statements and allegations contained in the letter 
addressed by Mr. G. F. Nugent to the Local Government Board, resolve that the chair- 
man inform that Board that the action taken by the clerk in the recent removal of Irish 
paupers from this union has met with the approval of the guardians, and that they are 
satisfied that the same was iu accordance with the law.” 

« That the statement, generally, is delusive and incorrect, and is so full of personal 
abuse that this Board consider it undignified to make further answer thereto.” 

The Board further desire me to say that they have entire confidence in their clerk, who 
is endeavouring to place the business of the union upon a satisfactory footing. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Wm. Foster, 

To the Local Government Board, Chairman. 

Whitehall, London, S.W. 



On the 25th of June 1878, the Local Government Board acknowledged the receipt of 
Mr. Foster’s letter, and requested to be furnished as soon as possible wilh the observa- 
tions of the guardians upon the representations contained in Mr. Nugent’s further letter, a 
copy of which was transmitted to them on the 15th instant. 



— No. 8. — 

Letter from Mr. JV. Foster to the Local Government Board, Whitehall, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, Nottingham, 24 June 1876. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of the letters of your Honourable Board, dated 
respectively the 15th and 23rd of June 1876, and the copy of the letter enclosed from 
Mr. Nugent, and in reply thereto I beg to inform you that the first-named letter and its 
enclosure were read and considered at the last meeting of the guardians* held on the 20th 
instant, and the following resolution was adopted and ordered to be sent to your Honour- 
able Board. 

“ That the copy of Mr. Nugent’s communication to the Local Government Board lie on 
the table, and that the chairman be instructed to write to the Local Government Board, 
intimating that the statements therein made are substantially incorrect.” 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Wm. Foster, 

The Local Government Board. Chairman of the Nottingham Board of 

Guardians. 
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Copt of Telegram. 

From Edward R. Morley Clerk to Guardians, Nottingham, to Hugh Owen , Jun., Esq., 
Local Government Board, Whitehall, S. W. 

The chairman of our Board and myself will be glad to attend upon Mr. Sclater-Booth 
any time to-morrow, and explain all particulars as to the recent removals to Limerick. 
The chairman is anxious that the President of the Local Government Board should be in 
possession of the truth as to the matter in answering Mr. Shaughnessy’s question. Will 
you kindly obtain an appointment for us, and if we cannot see Mr. Booth, we shall be glad 
to see the proper officer of the Local Government Board. 



— No. 10 — 

The late Irish Removals prom the Nottingham Union. 
(Third communication.) 



Letter from Mr. G. F. Nugent to the Honourable the Local Government Board,! 

London. 

26, Queen’s Grove, Nottingham, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 27 June 1876. 

Circumstances have arisen here since my second communication through other 
removals from this union, which compel me to further trouble your Honourable Board, 
and lay before you additional acts committed by the clerk of this union, which I am con- 
vinced are not m accordance with law, and are at variance with that of humanity. 

On the 30th of May last, Mr. Morley removed from this union to Limerick two imbe- 
ciles, named Mary Anne and Ellen Slattery. When he left Nottingham they were in 
charge of a nurse, but from statements that appeared in the Limerick papers, no nurse 
accompanied them to that town. 

At the meeting of the guardians of the Nottingham Union, held on the 6th of June, 
Mr. Morley made a statement to the guardians that he had removed those two women, 
brought a nurse with him, and delivered them in a proper manner at the Limerick 
Workhouse. 

On the 9th of June, I was astonished at seeing the following report from the “ Dublin 
Freeman’s Journal,” of the 8th of June : — 

“ The Removal op Irish Paupers. 

“ Limerick, Wednesday. 

“ An extraordinary case in connection with the removal of two Irish pauper lunatic 
girls from England to this country, was brought to light at the police office this morning. 
The sub-constable stated that he found two girls, named Ellen Slattery and Mary Anne 
Slattery, wandering about the streets, followed by a crowd of people. Mrs. Ryan, of 
Castleconnell, said that the two girls were her sisters. They went to England about 23 
years ago, where they had resided up to their transmission to Ireland. About three or 
four years ago, one of the girls got insane, and two years since the other became likewise 
affected. When they became insane, they were put into the Nottingham Workhouse, and 
kept in that establishment until a few days ago, when, without any intimation being ever 
sent by the Nottingham authorities, they were brought over to Limerick in charge of the 
removing officer, conveyed to the Limerick Workhouse, and put inside the gate. The 
removing officer never as much as handed them over to the master of the Limerick Work- 
house, but walked away after he put them inside the gate, merely saying that he was in 
dread that he would be late for the train. The magistrates directed the women to be 
brought before the guardians, who were to meet at 12 o’clock. The women and their 
sister later in the day appeared before the Board, when an order was made for their admis- 
sion, and the clerk directed to lay all the facts of this apparently harsh case before the 
Local Government Board. The guardians generally expressed themselves in strong terms 
of the hardship involved in the case, and the want of some change in the law to render such 
occurrences impossible.” 
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My Lords and Gentlemen, if these statements are true, there has been undoubtedly a 
great want of duty on the part of the clerk, who was himself removing officer in this 
case ; and for the purpose of ascertaining whether a nurse actually went with them or 
not, I went to the union on the morning of Saturday, 17th June ; asked to see the master • 
was told by the porter that I could ; he then entered my name in his book, and directed 
me to the master’s office. The master being engaged, I asked to see Miss Newton, the 
nurse. A porter in the master’s office went and informed Miss Newton, who sent for me 
to her apartments. When I saw her, I put the question to her, “ How far she had 
accompanied the two women Slattery,” and she told me in the most frank manner, “ That 
she only accompanied them to Dublin, and that Mr. Morley took charge of them to 
Limerick.” 

After getting this information, and when about retiring, I was met by the assistant 
porter, who assaulted me by striking me in the breast, and otherwise abusing me in a 
most filthy manner. I am fully convinced that the porter did not follow me into the 
house of his own accord to prevent me seeing the nurse, but that he was sent after me 
by some person interested. 

The conduct of this person was brought before the guardians on the 20th instant, when 
they refused hearing me by the casting vote of the chairman, 10 voting for investio-atino- 
the matter and 10 against. 

I am further informed, my Lords and Gentlemen, that the two imbeciles above referred 
to were removed from this union without the certificate of a medical gentleman ; but the 
accuracy of this statement at the present time I will not vouch for, but your honourable 
Board will, I doubt not, be able to ascertain if it is a fact upon inquiry. 

I beg respectfully to refer your honourable Board to the meeting of the guardians on 
the 20tn instant (which I enclose), when my second communication was before the Board, 
and where Mr. Morley made the following statement with regard'to Michael Jennings’ 
case: “ With respect to Michael Jennings, the case, to some extent, as stated by Mr. 
Nugent, was correct .” After this admission on the part of the clerk, the following 
resolution was carried by 13 votes to 5 : “ That the copy of Mr. Nugent’s communication 
to the Local Government Board lie on the table, and that the clerk be instructed to write 
to the Local Government Board intimating that the statements therein made are 
incorrect.” 

I cannot see, my Lords and Gentlemen how this is. Mr. Morley admits “ that to some 
extent my statement is correct;” and 13 guardians state that it is not, even without 
showing where or how it is incorrect. 

My Lords and Gentlemen, I now most respectfully leave the facts of the several cases in 
your hands, knowing perfectly well that they will be thoroughly sifted ; and if the law 
has not been carried out in a just and humane manner, the guilty party may not be 
allowed to do so with impunity. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) George F. Nugent. 



Enclosure in No. 10. 

The Clerk read the following Communications from the Local Government Board. 
(See Letters Nos. 6 and 4. 



The Irish Removal Cases. 

Mr. Bentley.'] Will the clerk tell us whether the statements made with respect to 
Kelly and J ennings are true. 

Mr. Egginton did not think they should spend their time in this way ; it might easily 
be said, i'or instance, that their clerk had picked someone’s pocket, or anything else might 
be alleged against him, whether rightfully or wrongfully. 

Mr. Bentley.] There appear to be in these cases certain facts mentioned by Mr. 
Nugent, and not merely assertions without foundation. 

Mr. Egginton remarked that they as guardians, had their duty to discharge to the 
ratepayers, and that to be constantly “ badgering ” their clerk was beneath the dignity 
of the board. 

Mr. Bentley disavowed any desire to “badger” their clerk, but wished ^ to ask a 
question. 

Mr. Egginton.] I do not think that any member of this board should ask him imper- 
tinent questions. 

Mr. Trevitt.] Do you justify the course said to have been pursued towards the two 
men Kelly and Jennings ? 

The Chaunnan.] Mr. Egginton has not stated that he does justify it. 

Mr. Trevitt proceeded that if Mr. Egginton did not justify what was asserted to have 
been done, the only course was to see whether the action really taken was right or wrong, 
and they should convince their minds on the subject. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Massey observed that it seemed to him that the two men were legally removed 
from that union, and that if they liked to slip away from those who were conveying them 
to Ireland, the clerk was not responsible. He should wish to know iu the first instance, I 
whether they were legally removed. 

Mr. Sylvester.'] There is another matter. Supposing a man applying for temporary 
relief comes in, and after having a cold bath and a meal to pauperise him, he is sent off 
to Ireland, is that a proper thing to do ? It seems to me very harsh, and we have, as 
guardians, a right to have the question as put answered by Mr. Morley. We have a 
rio-ht to ask questions, and at the meetings of the council, when the town clerk is questioned 
he replies openly, and in a straightforward manner. 

Mr. Acton said that one of these men, as he understood the last speaker, applied for 
temporary relief in the shape of a cold bath, and had a meal supplied to him in order to 
justify his removal {laughter). This was absurd on the face . of it. He thought that 
Mr. Bentley and every member of the board was entitled to ask questions as to subjects 
before the board, and each member putting a question had a right to an answer ; but 
their clerk from the first had been willing to answer questions if the board desired him. 
As to this correspondence, he believed that the public as well as the board were 
thoroughly sick of the matter. With an exception or two there was only one opinion 
which he had heard expressed on the subject, and it was that if the guardians had done 
less than they had done, they would have fallen lamentably short of their duty {hear, 
hear ) ; and it was a shame their time and the attention of the public should be occupied 
by these communications sent up by this Mr. Nugent to the Local Government Board. 
On this subject he thought that Mr. Nugent had a decided craze, and if they considered 
his communications he would only be flattered, and continue to pester them. He would 
be glad, however, if the clerk would explain as to Kelly and Jennings. 

The Clerk stated, that first of all, Mr. Nugent alleged that on the 3rd of February,. he 
(the clerk) got the magistrates to sign an order for the removal of a man named William 
Kelly, aged 49, who had not yet arrived in Ireland. Now as to Kelly, he was not 
likely to arrive there, because no order to remove such a person was obtained {laughter). 
With respect to Michael Jennings, the case to some extent, as stated by Mr. Nugent, 
was correct {hear, hear ) ; but there was this difference, that it was made to appear that 
he (the clerk) had acted wrongfully, instead of legally, as was the case. This man, 70 
years of age, made an application, and happened to state the place where he came from. 
There was another person who was going away, and who was going to the same place. 
Jennings said that he was thoroughly “ used up,’’ and wanted an order for the house, 
which he obtained ; but if he had only applied for temporary relief, he (the clerk) would 
not have thought it to be his duty, in the interests of the ratepayers, to send him to 
Ireland {hear, hear). Jennings said that he would be glad to be sent to Ireland, and as 
there was another person going he was sent. He was in the house, had the union clothes 
on, and instead of one meal in the house, he had three meals. 

Mr. Bentley suggested that the master should be called in and questioned as to whether 
Jennings was ever in the house. 

Mr. Acton moved that after hearing the clerk’s explanation, the communication should 
be allowed to lie on the table. 

Mr. Egginton seconded the proposition. 

The Clerk pointed out that the Local Government Board would require a reply to be 
sent. 

Mr. Acton said that if a reply was required to be sent, he would move that the clerk 
reply that the statements made in the letter as to the two cases mentioned were untrue. 
They must forward an answer to the Local Government Board if one was wanted. 

Mr. Egginton .] I should send a curt one. 

Mr. Trevitt thought that when Mr, Bentley asked the clerk for a statement as to cer- 
tain things, he should be well content with the statement made, and not require the 
master or anyone else to come before the board to verify it. For his own part he had 
been pleased at the way in which Mr. Morley had answered the questions put that 
morning 

Mr. Sylvester.] Mr. Nugent is in the passage, and wishes to come before the board. 

Mr. Actcm moved, “ That the copy of Mr. Nugent’s communication to the Local 
Government Board lie on the table, and that the clerk be instructed, to write to the Local 
Government Board intimating that the statements therein made are incorrect.” 

Mr. Egginton.] I will second the proposition, but it is rather more courtesy than I 
would show. 

Mr. Acton.] We can lose nothing by courtesy. 

Mr. Sylvester.] The clerk acknowledges that one part of the letter is correct, then how 
can you write to the Local Government Board that the letter is false ? 

Mr. Bentley.] I do not think that we should discuss a letter of that importance in 
this way. 

Mr. Tutin.] I shall propose that we have it framed {laughter). 

Mr. Bentley, in the course of some other observations, asked that the letter should be 
referred to a committee, in order that they might go fully into the statements which it 
contained. There was a committee to which it might properly be referred. 

Mr. Gibney seconded this amendment. 

The resolution of Mr. Acton wa8 carried by 13 votes against 5, Messrs. Clarke, 
Sylvester, Trevitt, Gibney, and Bentley alone voting for the amendment. 

259. E 2 Alleged 



Correspondence, 
ngland and Wales. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




36 



PAPERS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL (IRELAND). 



Correspondence. 



England and Wales. 



Alleged Assault on Mr. Nugent by an Inmate of tbe House. 
The clerk read the following Letter from Mr. Nugent: — 



26 Queen’s Grove, Nottingham, 

Sir, 19 June 1876. 

Having had occasion to visit the union workhouse on Saturday morning last, for the 
purpose of having an interview with Miss Newton, the nurse who accompanied the sisters 
Slattery to Dublin, I made application at the porter’s lodge to see the master and ask 
him for the necessary permission. The porter and his assistant were in tbe office at the 
time. I was told by the porter that I could see the master, and then asked my name, 
which he entered in the book. He then directed me to the master’s office. When I got 
there I was informed by a man, having but one arm, that the master was engaged, but 
that he would go and inform him that I wanted to see him. The master sent word that 
he would be engaged some time. I then told the man I wanted to get permission 
from the master to see Miss Newton, when he said he would tell Miss Newton. He 
then left me, and came back in a short time with word that I was to go to her. He led 
the way, and introduced me into the imbecile ward, where, after a Tittle delay, I was 
introduced to Miss Newton. I staled who I was, and asked some questions relative to 
the removal of the two poor women above referred to, after which I bade Miss Newton 
and two other ladies good morning, and was retiring, when the door was rudely thrown 
open in my face, and before I could account for the rash act, I received a blow in the 
breast from the porter. I understand his name is Johnson ; he at the same time 
making use of loud filthy abuse, saying I was an impostor, that I entered the house 
under false pretence, &c., and actually wanted to puli me to the master. I told him 
to lead the way, and then went to the master’s office, where I explained all that 
took place. 

On my way out, I was again set upon by this man Johnson, inside the yard door, and 
had to bear a second edition of the insulting language I received in the house, he telling 

me at the same time “ that he would break my neck down the steps.” There 

were several other nurses on the landing, including Mr. Conner, when this happened. 

I think the guardians will agree with me in saying that the conduct of this man was 
most disgraceful and unbecoming, and I respectfully ask you to lay the matter before the 
guardians at their meeting on Tuesday. 

As it was one of the servants of the guardians that committed this outrage, and that in 
the house, I feel justified in laying these facts before the board in the first instance. 

I will be in attendance in the morning to make my statement personally to the guardians, 
if they think fit to hear me. 

I am, &c. 

E. R. Morley, Esq., (signed) Geo. F. Nugent. 

Clerk to the Guardians. 



Mr. PF. lioyce wished to say that this man Johnson, of whom complaint was made, was 
not a servant of the board. He was a pauper, but his labour had been utilised to assist 
the porter, although he was not the recognised assistant porter in any way. 

Mr. Egginton moved that Mr. Nugent be allowed to come before the guardians. 

Mr. Bentley seconded. 

Mr. Acton remarked that it seemed Mr. Nugent complained of assault and the use of 
abusive language to him in the house by this man Johnson. In that case he had his 
remedy before the magistrates, and as this was likely to result in a criminal prosecution, 
he would move that the matter be not further considered. 

Mr. Oliver, in seconding, said that Mr. Nugent threatened in tbe papers to prosecute for 
the assault alleged to have been committed upon him. He supported the position taken 
on the question by Mr. Acton, which to his mind was the only one consistent with their 
dignity, and complained of the amount of time which, he held, had been unnecessarily 
wasted that morning. 

Mr. S ylvester.] Don’t try to hide the faults of your servants. 

Mr. Oliver.'] I am not trying to hide the faults of anyone, nor do I wish to do so. 

Mr. W. lioyce.] Besides, this man Johnson is not one of our recognised servants, but 
an inmate. 

On being put to the vote, 10 guardians voted for the admission of Mr. Nugent, and 10 
against, the chairman giving his casting vote against. 

Mr. Bentley then proposed that the pauper Johnson should be brought before the 
Board, the proposition being seconded. 

After some conversation, in which it was argued on the one hand that if Johnson had 
committed himself, he should be reprimanded ; and on the other hand, that as certain 
proceedings were threatened by Mr. Nugent, it would be unfair to deal with the case at 
present, nine voted for the motion, and nine against, the chairman giving his casting vote 
against. 
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NOTE. 

In reply to a question by Mr. O’Shaughnessy, in the House of Commons, on the 29th 
June 1876, the President of the Local Government Board said, his attention had been 
called to the case, and he had been in communication with the Nottingham guardians on 
the subject. Yesterday, he saw the chairman of the board and the clerk, who had come 
to town, and who furnished him with the depositions taken by the magistrates, and gave 
him other information as to the facts of the case. As far as he was able to judge, the 
removal of the two women seemed to him to have been entirely in accordance with the law. 
There was no regulation as to the necessity of a female accompanying paupers under such 
circumstances. They were required by law to be properly attended and accompanied. As 
a matter of fact, a skilled female nurse did accompany the two female paupers in question 
during the night passage from Holyhead to Dublin, and only during the three hours’ 
journey from Dublin to Limerick were they left in the company of a male attendant. It 
was true that Mr. Nugent had complained to the Nottingham Board of Guardians that he 
was assaulted by the porter of the establishment; but it was understood the assault would 
be made the subject of an investigation before the magistrates, and until it was con- 
cluded, the guardians did not think that it was proper to interfere in the case. 
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Lexter from Mr. Godfrey Lushing ton to the Secretary to the Local Government 
Board. 



Sir, Whitehall, 7 December 1877. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Cross to transmit to you herewith, to be laid before 
the President of the Local Government Board, a letter, with its enclosure, from the Irish 
Government, relative to the proposed removal from Barrow-in-Furness to the Armagh 
Workhouse, of a woman named Alice Euston, aged 105 years ; and I am to request that 
you will move the President to take such steps in the matter as he may consider ad- 
visable. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) Godfrey Lushington. 

Local Government Board. 



Enclosures in No. 1. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 6 December 1877 ; 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to transmit herewith a copy of a letter which 
has been received this day from the Local Government Board, enclosing copy of a war- 
rant for the removal from Barrow-in-Furness to the Armagh Workhouse, of a woman 
named Alice Euston, aged 105 years, and I am to request that the immediate attention 
of the Secretary of State for the Home Department may be called to the matter. 

I am, &c. 

The Under Secretary of State, (signed) T. H. -Bur he. 

Home Office. 



Local Government Board Dublin, 

Sir, 6 December 1877. 

I am directed by the Local Government Board for Ireland, to forward herewith, for 
the information of his Grace the Lord Lieutenant, a copy of a warrant (received this day) 
for the removal of a woman named Alice Euston, aged 105 years, from Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness to the Armagh Workhouse. _ 

The two English magistrates who have signed this warrant, notwithstanding that 
under the 2nd section of the 8 8t 9 Viet, c- 117, magistrates when applied to have a dis- 
cretion in each case to execute or refuse to execute such warrants of removal, have taken 
upon themselves the responsibility of a step which, at the advanced age of the person 
about to be removed across Channel at this season of the year, be attended with fatal 
consequences. 

The Local Government Board feel bound to make this known without delay to his 
Grace, in order that the proper authorities in England may be apprised of what is about 
to take place if not prevented by official interference, should his Grace see fit to adopt 
that course. 

By order of the Board, 

T. H. Burke, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Secretary. 
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Armagh Union. Removal of Irish Paupers, 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89. Schedule I. 



"WARRANT where the Removal is to be made to Place of Birth or Residence. 



To the Guardians of the Poor of the Barrow-in-Furness parish, in the county of Lan- 
caster. — To the Guardians of the Poor of the Armagh Union, in the county of Armagh, 
inlrel and. 



At a petty sessions of Her Majesty’s justices of the peace for the county of Lancaster, 
holden in and for the division of Barrow-in-Furness, in the said county, at Barrow-in- 
Furness, on the 19th day of November, in the year of our Lord One thousand Eight 
hundred and Seventy-seven, before us, the undersigned. Her Majesty’s justices of the 
peace for the said county of Lancaster. 

Whereas complaint is now made by the guardians of the poor of the Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness (parish) in the county of Lancaster, that Alice Euston hath become and is now charge- 
able to the said parish : 

And whereas the said Alice Euston having been brought before us, and application 
having been made to us in petty sessions assembled, by Roger Taylor, the relieving 
officer of the said guardians, on their behalf, we have made due examination on their 
behalf, and find that the said Alice Euston is of the reputed age of 105 years, and was 
born in Ireland in the parish of Armagh, in the county of Armagh, now contained in the 
said union of Armagh, and hath not a settlement in England, and is not otherwise exempt 
from removal from the said Barrow-in-Furness parish : 

And we have seen the said Alice Euston and are satisfied that the said Alice Euston is 
in such a state of health as not to be liable to suffer bodily or mental injury by removal : 

These are therefore to require you, the guardians of the poor of the said Barrow-in- 
Furness parish, to cause the said Alice Euston to be safely conveyed to the said union of 
Armagh, and to be delivered at the workhouse of such union. 

Given under our hands and seals at the sessions aforesaid. 



(signed) 



H. W. Sheridan. 




JR. H. Clarke. 




— No. 2 — 

Letter from Mr. Danby P. Fry to Mr. Godfrey I.ushington. 

Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
Sir, 10 December 1877. 

I am directed by the Local Government Board to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 7th instant (No. 69,488), and to state for the information of Mr. Cross that 
the case of the aged poor woman to which it relates will receive their immediate 
attention. 

I am, &c. 

Godfrey Lushington, Esq.,’ (signed) Danby P. Fry, 

Home Office, Whitehall. Assistant Secretary. 



— No. 3. — 

Letter from Mr. Danby P. Fry to Mr. Frank Taylor. 

Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
Sir, . ]0 December 1877. 

I am directed by the .Local Government Board to forward to the guardians of the 
Barrow-in-Fumess Union the enclosed copy of a letter which has been addressed to the 
Board by direction of the Secretary of State for the Home Department, and to request 
that the Board may be furnished with an immediate explanation of the circumstances 
under which the guardians have directed the aged woman referred to to be removed 
under an order of justices to Ireland at this inclement season of the year. 

Copies of the documents referred to in Mr. Lushington’s letter are also inclosed. 

I am, &c. 

F. Taylor, Esq., (signed) Danby P. Fry, 

Clerk to the Guardians of the Assistant Secretary. 

Barrow-in-Furness Union, Barrow-in Furness. 
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(85,818-77.) 

Letter from Mr. Frank Taylor to tlie Local Government Board, Whitehall. 



Correspondence. 
England and Wales. 



My Lords and Gentlemen, Barrow-in-Furness, 12 December 1877. 

I am directed by the board of guardians to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 10th instant, enclosing copy of a letter winch had been addressed to your Board by 
direction of the Secretary of State of the Home Department relative to the circumstances 
under which a woman named Alice Euston had been removed to Ireland at this season of 
the year, and I am directed by the board of guardians to inform you that the woman 
referred to stated that she was 105 years of age, and the guardians had no other evidence 
as to her age, but in the opinion of the guardians and their medical officer, and of the 
justices, and of Mr. Cane, poor law inspector, judging from her appearance, she is many 
years younger. 

She had only been in Barrow about four months, having been brought here by a grand- 
daughter who has deserted her, and she was most anxious to be removed to leer native 
place in Ireland. The guardians being also satisfied by the evidence of her appearance, 
and by the opinion of their medical officer, that she was fully able to bear the voyage, 
applied for and obtained the order of removal, and Mr. Loxham, one of the members of 
the board, undertook to conduct her to Armagh. He waited a few days until the weather 
was settled, and took her across on W ednesday, 28th ultimo, and they had a calm voyage. 
He paid every attention to her during the voyage, and on her arrival at Armagh, she was 
hale and hearty, and did not appeal- to have suffered any inconvenience from the passage 
across the Channel. 

Mr. Cane, the inspector, visited the workhouse on the 28th ultimo, and saw Alice 
Euston, and conversed with her, when she told him of her desire to be sent to Ireland, 
and he, after discussing the matter with the chairman, saw no objection to her removal. 
I may also say that she walked from the workhouse to the police court when the order 
was obtained, and the justices who signed the order were satisfied from her appearance 
that she was in a fit state of health to bear the removal, and the chairman of this board, 
who was one of the justices who signed the order, stated that they were much impressed 
by the woman’s great desire to be removed which she expressed to them. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Frauli Taylor, 

The Right Hon. the Local Government Board, “ Clerk. 

Whitehall, London. 



Letter from Mr. Dauby P. Fry to M r. Godfrey Lusliinytun. 

Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
Sir, 24 December 1877. 

I am directed by the Local Government Board to state, for the information of 
Mr. Secretary Cross, that the Board on the 10th instant, forwarded to the guardians of the 
poor of the parish of Barrow-in-Furness, a copy of the letter from Mr. Burke, and of its 
enclosure, which you forwarded to the Board, with your letter of the 7th December, and 
requested that they might be furnished with an immediate explanation of the circumstances 
under which the guardians directed the aged woman referred to to be removed under an 
order of justices to Ireland at this inclement season of the year. 

The Board, having received a reply from the guardians, now forward a copy of it for the 
information of Mr. Secretary Cross. 

The documents which accompanied your letter of the 7th instant are herewith 
returned. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Dariby P. Fry , 

Godfrey Lushington, Esq., Home Office, Assistant Secretary. 

Whitehall, S.W. 
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Correspondence. 

Scotland. 

CORRESPONDENCE relating to Cases of Removal of several Poor Persons 
from Scotland to Ireland. 



■ No. 1. ■ 



Letter from Mr. J. Badejiock Nicolson to Mr. W. S. Walker. 



Lord Advocate’s Chambers, 
Home Office, Whitehall, S.W., 

My dear Mr. Walker,' _ 9 February 1878. 

The Lord Advocate would like you to give him the means of answering the enclosed 
question. The notice stands for Monday, and he would like you to send him a telegram, 
with as much information as can conveniently be given in that form ; but he would like 
you to send him fuller information by letter, in case he succeeds in getting Mr. Martin 
to postpone his question, of which, however, he cannot be sure. 

Yours, &c. 

W. S. Walker, Esq., (signed) J. Badenock Nicolson. 

of Bowland, C.B. 



Enclosures in No. 1. 

Notices of Motions and Orders of the Day. 

5. Mr. Patrick. Martin. — To ask the Lord Advocate if his attention has been called to 
the case of Agnes Adams, a woman born in Dungannon, in the County Tyrone, who had 
been many years resident in Scotland, who was, under a warrant granted by two justices 
of the peace for the City of Glasgow, removed from Glasgow, and delivered to the 
master of the Thomastown Union, in the County of Kilkenny, though it appears she was 
not born in, nor had ever been resident in, and was not in any way connected with the 
County of Kilkenny. 

Whether he can state was any, and, if so, what examination made by the said justices 
before they addressed a warrant to compel the Thomastown Union to receive Agnes 
Adams ? 

Has any investigation been made into the conduct of the said justices in the matter, and 
what has been the result of the investigation ? 

And is there any remedy for the injury suffered by the Thomastown Union, and in 
what way can that union be recouped the expenses occasioned by Agnes Adams having 
been thus illegally left a charge on that union. 



— No. 2. — 

Telegram from Mr. Walker to Mr. Nicolson, Lord Advocate’s Chambers, 

Home Office, Whitehall, London. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

11 February 1878. 

“Wrote to you yesterday. Seai*ch at office to-day shows no information regarding 
Agnes Adams. No communication received regarding her, last year or this, from any of 
the three Glasgow parishes or Irish poor lav/ authorities. If Irish authorities apply to us 
inquiry will be made, as is invariably done upon complaint of irregularity or mis- 
carriage.” 



— No. 3. — 

Letter from Mr. J. Badenock Nicohon to Mr. W. S. Walker. 

Lord Advocate’s Chambers, 
Home Office, Whitehall, S.W., 

Dear Mr. Walker, 16 February 1878. 

I now send you Mr. Martin’s letters, and the copy warrant for removal. 

The Lord Advocate will be glad to have your observations on the case. 

I am, &c. 

W. S. Walker, Esq., C.B. (signed) J. Badenock Nicolson. 
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Enclosures in No. 3. 

£ Case of Pauper not having Wife or Children.'] 

(No. 13—4.) 

Unto the Honourable the Justices of the Peace for the Shire or County of Lanark. 

The Petition and Complaint of A rchibald Dempster, Inspector of the Poor for the 
Parish of Glasgow, 

Humbly sheweth. 

That by statute 8 & 9 Viet. c. 83, intituled “ An Act for the Amendment and better 
Administration of the Laws relating to the Relief of the Poor in Scotland,” it is enacted, 
section 77, “ That if any poor person born in England, Ireland, or the Isle of Man, and 
not having acquired a settlement in any parish or combination in Scotland, shall be in 
the course of receiving parochial relief in any parish or combination in Scotland, then 
and in such case it shall be lawful for the sheriff or any two justices of the peace of the 
county in which such parish or any portion thereof is situate, and they are hereby 
authorised and required, upon complaint made by the inspector of the poor or other officer 
appointed by the parochial board of such parish or combination, that such poor person 
has become chargeable to such parish or combination by himself or his family, to cause 
such person to be brought before them, and to examine such person or any witness, on 
oath, touching the place of the birth or last legal settlement of such person, and to take 
such other evidence or other measures as may by them be deemed necessary for ascer- 
taining whether he has gained any settlement in Scotland ; and if it shall be found by 
such sheriff or justices that the person so brought before them was born either in England 
or Ireland, or the Isle of Man, and has not gained any settlement in Scotland, and has 
actually become chargeable to the complaining parish or combination by himself or 
family, then such sheriff or justices shall, and they are hereby empowered, by an order of 
removal under their hands, which order may be drawn up in the form of the Schedule (A) 
hereunto annexed, to cause such poor person, his wife, and such of his children as may not 
have gained a settlement in Scotland, to be removed by sea or land, by and at the 
expense of the complaining parish, to England or Ireland, or the Isle of Man respectively, 
according as such poor person shall belong to England, Ireland, or the Isle of Man : Pro- 
vided always, that no person shall be so removed until there has been obtained a certi- 
ficate, on soul and conscience, by a regular medical practitioner, setting forth that the 
health of such person, his wife, and children as aforesaid, is such as to admit of such 
removal : Provided also, that nothing herein contained shall prevent any parochial board 
or their inspector from making arrangements for the due and proper removal of such poor 
persons either by land or water, provided the arrangement be made with the consent of 
such poor persons themselves.” 

And that, by statute 10 & 11 Viet. c. 33, intituled, ''‘An Act to amend the Laws 
relating to the Removal of Poor Persons from England and Scotland,” it is enacted, 
section 2 : “ That it shall be lawful for any inspector of the poor, or other officer appointed 
by the parochial board of any parish or combination in Scotland, to take and convey 
before the sheriff or any two justices of the peace of the county in which the parish or 
combination for which such inspector or officer acts, or any portion thereof, is situated, 
without previous complaint or warrant in that behalf, every poor person who shall be in 
the course of receiving parochial relief in any parish or combination in Scotland, and who, 
he may have reason to believe, is liable to be removed from Scotland under the secondly 
recited Act (8 & 9 Viet. c. 83, s. 77) ; and the sheriff or justices before whom any such 
person shall be so brought shall make such examination, and proceed in the same manner 
in all respects as if such person had been brought before him or them under and in the 
same manner directed by that Act.” 

That by the Act 25 & 26 Viet. c. 113, further provision was made in reference to the 
removal of paupers from Scotland to England and Ireland. By said statute it is provided 
in sections 1, 2, and 4 thereof as follows, viz.: — 

“ 1. No application for a warrant ordering the removal from any place in England 
to Scotland, or in Scotland to England or Ireland, of any poor person who shall have 
become chargeable in such place, shall be heard and determined in England, except 
by two or more justices in petty sessions assembled, or by a stipendiary magistrate 
or metropolitan police magistrate sitting in his court ; and in Scotland, except by 
the sheriff or any two justices of the peace of the county in which the parish is situate 
to which such poor person may have become chargeable, which justices or magistrate, 
and sheriff or justices (as the case may be) shall see such poor person, or the person 
who is the head of the family proposed to be removed, and shall be satisfied that every 
person who is proposed to be removed by the warrant is in such a state of health as 
not to be liable to suffer bodily or mental injury by the removal. • 

“ 2. Such warrant of removal shall be granted in England only on the application of 
the relieving officer, or other officer of the guardians of the union or parish, and in 
Scotland only on the application of the inspector of the poor of the parish or com- 
bination or other officer appointed by the parochial board of such parish or combina- 
259. H 3 tion. 
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tion, where such poor person shall have become chargeable, and shall contain the 
name and reputed -age of every person ordered to be removed by virtue of the same, 
and the name of the place in Scotland or England or Ireland (as the case may be) 
where the justices or magistrate, or sheriff or justices, shall find such person to have 
been born, or to have last resided for the space of five years in the case of a poor 
person to be removed to Scotland, and three years in the case of a poor person to be 
removed to England or Ireland, and a statement of such examination having been 
made as to the state of health of every person ordered to be. removed as aforesaid; 
and such warrant shall be addressed to the party applying for the same, and in the 
case of a removal to Scotland, to the parochial board or inspector of the parish or 
combination to which such poor person is to be removed, and in the case of a removal 
to England or Ireland (as the case may be), to the guardians of the union or parish 
to which such person is to be removed, and a copy shall be given by and at the 
cost of the person applying for such warrant to the person or the head of the family 
about to be removed by virtue of it: Provided that, in the case of any native of Eng- 
land, Ireland, or Scotland, where the justices or magistrate, or sheriff or justices (as 
the case may be), shall not be able to ascertain, upon the evidence before them,' the 
place of birth or of such continued residence as aforesaid, they shall order the pauper 
to be removed to the port or union or parish in England or Ireland (as the case may 
be), or port or parish in Scotland, which shall, in the judgment of such justices or 
magistrate, or sheriff or justices (as the case may be), under the circumstances of the 
case be most expedient. 

“ 4. Such warrant shall order the removal of the poor person to be made to the 
place mentioned therein as aforesaid, and shall order the persons charged with the 
execution thereof to cause such poor person, with his family (if any), to be safely 
conveyed to such place in England, Ireland, or Scotland (as the case may be), to be 
delivered, in the case of a removal to Scotland, to the inspector of the poor of the 
parish or combination, and in the case of a removal to England or Ireland, at the 
workhouse of such place or of the union or parish containing the port or place 
nearest to the place mentioned in the warrant as the place of the pauper’s ultimate 
destination.” 

That Agnes Adams, now or lately residing at City Parish Poorhouse, was born in the 
parish of Dungarvan, within the Union of Thomastown, in Ireland: That the said Agnes 
Adams has become chargeable to and is in course of receiving parochial relief from 
the parish of Glasgow : That the said Agnes Adams has not' acquired a settlement in any 
parish or combination in Scotland, or, if acquired, has not retained such settlement: That 
the said Agnes Adams having actually become chargeable to the said parish of Glasgow, 
it has become necessary to remove the said Agnes Adams to Ireland, where she was 
born. 

That the reputed age of the said Agnes Adams is 35 years. 

May it therefore please your Honours to inquire into and consider what is before 
set forth, to see the said Agnes Adams ; and it being proved in the manner 
prescribed by the said statutes, that Agnes Adams was born in Ireland, and has 
not acquired, or, if acquired, has not retained a settlement in any parish in Scot- 
land, and that the said Agnes Adams has actually become chargeable to the said 
parish of Glasgow, and that the health of the said Agnes Adams is such that 
she would not suffer bodily or mental injury by her removal, to grant the neces- 
sary order for her removal to the worldiouse at Thomastown accordingly; or to 
do otherwise in the premises as your Honours may see cause, all in terms of the 
foresaid Acts of Parliament. 

According to justice, &c. 

(signed) A . Dempster, 

Inspector of Poor, 

City Parish, Glasgow. 



Certificate by a Regular Medical Practitioner. 

I hereby declare, on soul and conscience, that the health of Agnes Adams 
aforesaid, is such as to admit of her removal, as above craved, either by land or 
water. 

5 December 1877. (signed) Alexr. Robertson, M.D. 



Glasgow, 5 December 1877. 

Deposition of the said Agnes Adams, who, being solemnly sworn, depones that “1 am 30 
years of age ; I was born in Dungavan, County of Kilkenny, Ireland, within the union of 
Thomastown. I left Ireland about six years ago and came to Glasgow, where I resided 
in Rotten-row, Taylor-stveet, and various other streets in Glasgow, the names of which, 

or 
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or their particular localities, I cannot state ; but I know that upwards of a year ago I 
resided in Cowcaddens, Barony parish, with my mother until she died. I resided with 
her for nearly 12 months in the Cowcaddens, and she died there about three years a°-o. 
Rotten-row and Taylor-street are in the City parish, and I am now an inmate of the poor- 
house of that parish. All which is truth as I shatt answer to God, and that I cannot 
■write." 

(signed) M. Marshall , J.p, 

IV m. Robertson, J.P. 



To the Inspector of the Poor for the City of Glasgow, and to the Guardians of the 
(Union or Parish) of Thomastown. 



Order for Removal to Ireland. 



Agnes Adams has been received here. 



G. H- Uolloy , Matron, 

Thomastown Union. 



Glasgow, 5 December 1877. 

We, two of Her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace of the county of Lanark, having 
considered the foregoing petition and certificate, and the deposition of the said Agnes 
Adams, and having examined into the state of the health of the said Agnes Adams, find 
that the said Agnes Adams is of the reputed age of 30 years ; find that the said Agnes 
Adams was born within the union of Thomastown, in Ireland ; find that the said Agnes 
Adams lias become, and is now actually chargeable to the parochial board of the parish of 
(City) Glasgow, and that the said Agnes Adams has not acquired and retained a settle- 
ment in Scotland ; find that the said Agnes Adams would not suffer bodily or mental 
injury by being removed as herein ordered. Therefore we do hereby order that the said 
Agnes Adams be removed and conveyed to, and delivered safely at, the workhouse at 
Thomastown, and we do order you, the said Archibald Dempster, inspector of poor, to 
cause the said person to be so safely conveyed and delivered. (Thirty words deleted). 

(signed) M. Marshall, J.P. 

Wm. Robertson, j.p. 



Thomastown Union, Ireland, 

Sir, 2 February 1878. 

Referring to yours of the 14th ultimo, enclosing copy of deposition of Agnes Adams 
removed from Glasgow to Thomastown Union, I have been directed by the board of 
guardians to state a series of facts which have been discovered here on the examination 
personally of this woman before the board on the 18th ultimo, and which, so far as they 
relate to the question of her liability to removal from Glasgow, are directly at variance 
with the statements in, and tenor of, the deposition. 

The points of disagreement to which I refer are the following, as very clearly and in- 
telligibly related by Adams on the occasion of her being before the board, viz., that she is 
a native of Dungannon, which is in the county of Tyrone ; that she never stated to the 
magistrates or to any other person either in Glasgow or elsewhere that she was a native 
of, or belonged to Dungarvan or Dungavan, in the county of Kilkenny, Ireland, within 
the Union of Thomastown, and for the best of all reasons, namely, that she not only did 
not at the time know where Dungavan or Dungarvan, the county of Kilkenny, or Thomas- 
town Union, was situate, but was totally ignorant of the existence of the places men- 
tioned ; that she did not sign or put her mark to the deposition. She further states that 
when leaving Dungannon six years ago she proceeded by Armagh to Belfast, where she 
embarked for Glasgow. 

The guardians cannot but feel, under the circumstances, that a very serious injustice 
has been perpetrated in regard of this union in casting upon it this helpless paralysed 
woman, who has no earthly prospect of ever being able to earn her bread, and must, 
therefore, be a permanent burthen on the ratepayers, unless she can be legally taken back 
to Glasgow, and restored to Dungannon, to which latter place she most undoubtedly 
belongs. I have to request that you will be good enough to let me have whatever expla- 
nation it may be in your power to give as to the facts elicited here in contrast with the 
statements in the deposition, and to state whether it is competent for the authorities under 
this indefeasible Scotch law to remedy the hardship herein complained of. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) 



The Inspector of the Poor, City of Glasgow. 



John F. MacCartan, 

Clerk of the Union. 
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Correspondence. 



Letter from Mr. Walker . Chairman of the Board, to Mr. J. B. Nicolson. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, 19 February 1878. 

As I intimated by telegraph yesterday, I sent Mr. Millar, the senior clerk in this office, 
to Glasgow, to obtain information respecting the removal of Agnes Adams to Ireland. 

I enclose his report and relative documents which, I think, render any further observa- 
tions by me unnecessary. 

It is, of course, for the Lord Advocate to judge whether (if a wrong has been done) 
there is a legal remedy by reduction or otherwise. But he will observe the offer made 
by the Inspector of Glasgow in the last paragraph of Mr. Millar’s report. 

Yours, &c. 

(signed) W. S. Walker. 

I return Mr. M artin’s two letters and the copy warrant accompanying them. 



Enclosures in No. 4. 

Report as to Removal of Agnes Adams from City Parish of Glasgow to Tkomastown 
Union, County of Kilkenny, Ireland. ’ 

The warrant to remove the pauper is in the form authorised by the Board of Super- 
vision, and her deposition emitted on oath, on which the order for removal proceeded, is 
duly signed by the justices to whom the Petition for authority to remove was presented, 
and before whom the pauper’s declaration was made. 

The removal thus appears to have been regularly effected, if the absence of the pauper’s 
signature or mark from her deposition is not considered essential. That solemnity either 
seems to the justices, where a pauper is unable to write, as in this case, to be immaterial, 
or was overlooked by the clerk who took down the deposition, and by the assistant in- 
spector who was present with the pauper when under examination. 

Miss Fraser, the attendant who accompanied Agnes Adams to Tbomastown Union, 
denies emphatically that the pauper ever mentioned that she was born in Dungannon, in 
the county of Tyrone. During the journey to Thomastown the pauper expressed a wish 
to Miss Fraser to be- taken to Dungannon, not because she was bom there, but because 
she has a sister living there. On being told that she could not be taken there, and re- 
minded by Miss Fraser that she was going to her birthplace, whither the warrant only 
permitted her removal, all she said was she had no desire to go to Dungarvan as she had 
now no friends there, a- id knows no one there now. 

If the statement the pauper has now made to the authorities of Thomastown Union, 
that she was born in Dungannon, in the county of Tyrone, is true, it is not unreasonable 
to assume that from ignorance and apathy she gave her assent to the questions put 
to her before the justices to elicit the deposition authenticated by their signatures. 

It may be that neither the assistant inspector who filled up the particulars in the record 
of applications, a copy of which accompanies this note, nor the justices who took her 
deposition, a copy of which also accompanies this note, took the necessary care to ascertain 
that they fully understood the pauper’s story about her birthplace, or satisfied themselves 
that she clearly understood the questions put by them to her. From the similarity of the 
names Dungarvan in Kilkenny, and Dungannon in Tyrone, it is not very improbable that 
the assistant inspector in taking her first statement, wa3 misled by the pauper’s manner 
of pronouncing the name she used, and, without further inquiry, concluded that Dungarvan 
was meant, and having once got that idea, he continued erroneously to hold it, even to 
misleading the justices when the pauper was before them for examination. 

I pointed this out to the inspector of poor, and he concurred in thinking, on the aspect 
of the case now presented, that such may have been the fact. . 

He, however, continues to consider the removal to have been legally carried out, but if 
on inquiry it turns out to be a fact that the pauper was not boi - n in DungarvaD, in the 
county of Kilkenny, he is prepared to take her off the hands of the Thomastown. Union, 
and bring her again to Scotland, if she will give her consent thereto, reserving, his right 
to return her under warrant to the place of her birth, when that has been satisfactorily 
ascertained. 

Board of Supervision, (signed) William Millar. 

Edinburgh, 18 February 1878. 
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Thomastown Union, Ireland, 

Sir, 9 March 1878. 

I am directed by the Board of Guardians of Thomastown Union to bring under the 
notice of the Board of Supervision the case of Agnes or Anne Adams, who has been im- 
properly removed from Glasgow by the parochial authorities there, to Thomastown 
Workhouse, under a warrant, dated 5th December 1877. The attention of the Lord 
Advocate has been called in the House of Commons to the circumstances of this woman’s 
case by Mr. Martin, one of the Members for the county of Kilkenny. In the absence 
of the Lord Advocate, Sir H. Selwin-Ibbetson replied to the interrogatories, and 
I beg to enclose a sheet of the “ Times ” of the 22nd ultimo, giving the exact terms of his 
answer. 

In reference to the undertaking given in the answer “ that if it were the case that the 
pauper was not born at Dungarvan, in the county of Kilkenny, but at Dungannon, in 
the county of Tyrone, he should recommend the Board of Supervision to give every 
assistance in their power to have the pauper re-transferred to Glasgow,” the Board of 
guardians of Thomastown Union have thought proper to have a declaration made by 
Adams, controverting the statements-in the original declaration and warrant prepared in 
Glasgow, to the effect that she belonged to the county of Kilkenny. I herewith enclose 
the declaration referred to, and the board of guardians have directed me to say that they 
trust that the Board of Supervision will, under the circumstances, have no hesitation in 
coming to the conclusion that this woman has been improperly removed to Thomastown 
Union, and that they will accordingly see the justice of giving orders that she be 
re -transferred to Glasgow. 

I have, &c. 

The Secretary, Board of Supervision, ' (signed) John F. Mac Cartan, 
Edinburgh. Clerk of the Union. 

P.S . — The Christian name of the pauper is cited in the declaration as Agnes or Anne 
in consequence of “ Agnes ” being embodied in the Glasgow documents received here, 
while she states that her name is Anne. 

J. F. M. 



Extract from “ The Times,” 22 February 1878. 

The case of Agnes Adams. 

Sir II. Selwin-Ibbetson, in the absence of the Lord Advocate from indisposition, 
said, in reply to Mr. P. Martin, that the attention of the learned lord had been called to 
the case of the pauper Agnes Adams; that he found she was examined before 
two justices, and stated on oath that she was born “ in Dungarvan, county of Kilkenny, 
Ireland,” and that her deposition to that effect was, in consequence of her statement that 
“ she could not write,” authenticated by the two justices in the form usual in such cases 
(by their subscribing) ; that he had no reason to doubt that the pauper did make the 
statement on oath as to her birthplace, which was recorded by the justices; that if it 
were the case that the pauper was not born at Dungarvan, in the county of Kilkenny, 
but at Dungannon, in the county of Tyrone, he should recommend the Board of Super- 
vision to give every assistance in their power to have the pauper re-transferred to Glasgow; 
and that he did not feel called upon to give an opinion upon the remainder of the question. 



Declaration. 

County of Kilkenny, 1 I, Agnes or Anne Adams, of Thomastown Union Workhouse, in 
to Wit. J the county of Kilkenny, do solemnly and sincerely declare that a 
deposition alleged to have been made by me at Glasgow, on the 5th of December 1877, in 
whatever manner it was procured, so far as I am made to say that I was born in Dnn- 
garvan, in the county of Kilkenny and Union of Thomastown, is utterly untrue. On the 
contrary, I now solemnly and sincerely declare that I am a native of Dungannon, in the 
county of Tyrone, that I never resided elsewhere until I went to Glasgow about six 
years ago, that I knew nothing whatsoever of Dungarvan, Thomastown Union, or the 
county of Kilkenny, previous to my arrival here in December last, and that 1 had not 
even heard of such places. Finally, I declare solemnly and sincerely that the informa- 
tion herein is correct. 

And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and 
by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the sixth year of the reign of 
his late Majesty King William the Fourth, intituled, “ An Act to Repeal an Act of the 
Present Sesrion of Parliament, intituled, e An Act for the more effectual Abolition of 
Oaths and Affirmations, taken and made in various Departments of the State, and to 
259. I substitute 
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substitute Declarations in lieu thereof, and for the more entire Suppression of Voluntary 
and Extra-judicial Oaths and Affidavits, and to make other Provisions for the Abolition 
of unnecessary Oaths. ’ ” 

her 

Declared to by me, Agnes or Anne x Adams. 

mark. 

Witness. (signed) John F. MacCartan. 

Clerk of the Union. 

Made and subscribed by the mark of the said Agnes or Anne Adams, who cannot write, 
and witnessed at Thomastown Union Workhouse, in the said county of Kilkenny, before 
me, a justice of the peace for said county, this 1st day of March 1878. 

(signed) P. Conmellan, j.p. 

Chairman of the Thomastown Board of Guardians. 



- No. 5. - 



Letter from Mr. Skelton to Mr. Dempster. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, 15 March 1878. 

I am directed by the Board of Supervision to transmit to you the accompanying copy 
of a letter which they have received from Mr. MacCartan, clerk to the guardians of 
Thomastown Union, dated the 9th instant, and relative declarations respecting the 
removal of Agnes or Anne Adams from Glasgow to Dungarvan, in the county of 
Kilkenny, instead of to Dungannon, in the county of Tyrone. 

The Board recommend you to follow the course you expressed yourself to Mr. Millar 
as ready to adopt, viz., that if, on inquiry, it turns out to be a fact that the pauper was 
not born in Dungarvan, in the county of Kilkenny, you are prepared to take her off the 
hands of the Thomastown Union, and bring her again to Scotland. 



I am, &c. 

Mr. Dempster, (signed) John Skelton. 

Inspector of Poor, Glasgow. 



to 



p.S. — You will be good enough to inform me what steps the parochial Board resolve 
take in this matter. 

J. S. 



— No. 6. — 

(2652—78). 

Letter from Mr. Dempster to the Secretary, Board of Supervision. 

Agnes Adams. 

City Parochial Chambers, Glasgow, 

Sir, 30 March 1878. 

Referring- to yours of 15th current, I have to inform you that I have removed this 
person from Thomastown Union, and she is now an inmate of our poorhouse with her 
own consent. I will take an early opportunity of applying for a warrant to remove her 
to the Union of Dungannon, where she now declares she was born. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, Board of Supervision, (signed) A , Dempster. 

Edinburgh. Inspector. 



— No. 7. — 

Letter from Mr. Skelton to Mr. MacCartan. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, _ 15 April 1878. 

Referring to your letter of 9th March last, respecting the case of Agnes or Anne 
Adams, I beg to enclose, for the information of the board of guardians of Thomastown 
Union, the enclosed copy of a letter which the Board of Supervision have received from 
the inspector of poor of the parish of Glasgow, dated the 30th ultimo. 

I am, &c. 

J. E. MacCartan, Esq., (signed) John Skelton. 

Clerk to the Guardians, Thomastown Union, Ireland. 
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— No. 8. — 

Letter from Mr. MacCartan to Mr. Skelton. 

Thomastown Union, Ireland, 

Sir, 20 April 1878. 

I am directed by the board of guardians of Thomastown Union to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter of the 15th instant, enclosing letter from the Inspector of Poor of the 
parish of Glasgow, stating that he had removed Agnes or Anne Adams from Thomastown 
Workhouse back to Glasgow. I am to express the thanks of the board of guardians to 
the Board of Supervision for having had the removal accomplished as soon as the injustice 
was brought under their notice. 

I am further directed to request that you will be so good as to inform me whether the 
guardians of the parish of the City of Glasgow could legally reimburse the board of 
guardians of Thomastown Union the cost of the maintenance of Agnes Adams while she 
was an inmate of the workhous of the union. 

I have, &c. 

John Skelton, Esq., (signed) John F. MacCartan, 

Board of Supervision. Clerk of the Union. 



— No. 9. — 

Letter from Mr. Skelton to Mr. MacCartan. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, 26 April 1878. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated 20th instant, as to reimburse- 
ment by the parochial board of Glasgow, to the Thomastown Union, of the expenses in- 
curred by the union in the case of Agnes Adams. 

I have submitted your letter to the Board of Supervision for relief of the poor in. Scot- 
land, and the Board have in the meantime communicated with the parochial ooard on the 
subject; after receiving their reply, I shall again write to you. 

I am, &c. 

John F. MacCartan, Esq., Clerk to the Guardians, (signed) John Shelton. 

Thomastown Union, Ireland. 



— No. 10. — 

Letter from Mr. Skelton to Mr. Dempster. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, • 26 April 1878. 

I am directed by the Board of Supervision to transmit to you for any observations the 
parochial board may have to offer, the enclosed copy of a letter which they have received 
from Mr. MacCartan, clerk to the guardians of Thomastown Union, dated the 20th instant, 
as to reimbursement by the parochial board to the union, of the expenses incurred in the 
wrongous removal of Agnes Adams. 

I am, &c. 

Mr. Dempster, (signed) John Shelton. 

Inspector of Poor, Glasgow. 



— No. 11. — 

(4246—78.) 

Letter from Mr. Dempster to Mr. Skelton. 

City Parochial Chambers, Glasgow, 
Sir, 21 April 187 ®* 

I am in receipt of yours of yesterday, which encloses copy communication from the 
clerk to the Thomastown Union, regarding the case of Agnes Adams. I shall submit 
the same to the Board at their first meeting, and afterwards advise you as to the result. 

I am, &c. 

John Skelton, Esq., Secretary, (signed) A. Dempster, Inspector. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh. 
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(4246—78.) 



— No. 12. — 



Letter from Mr. Dempster to Mr. Skelton. 



City Parochial Chambers, Glasgow, 
Sir, _ 7 May 1878. 

I submitted your letter of the 20th ultimo, along with copy communication from the 
clerk to Thomastown Union, regarding the case of Agnes Adams, to a meeting of our 
Board this morning. 

I was instructed to say that, as the warrant of removal of Agnes Adams to Thomastown 
Union was procured and carried out in consequence of Agnes Adams’ own statements, 
and as this parish have been put to considerable expense in removing her back to Glasgow, 
and re-transmitting her to the union within which it is now alleged she was born, the 
Board do not think it would be equitable for them to reimburse the authorities of Thomas, 
town Union for the pauper’s maintenance, apart altogether from the question whether or 
not such reimbursement would be legal. 

I am, &c. 

John Skelton, Esq. (signed) A. Dempster, Inspector. 

8tc. &c. &c. 



— No. 13. — 

Letter from Mr. Skelton to Mr. Dempster. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, 10 May 1878. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated 7th instant, respecting the case 
of Agnes or Ann Adams, which I have submitted to the Board of Supervision ; and I am 
directed to state that the Board are of opinion that the parochial board are entitled to 
repay the cost of maintaining the pauper in Ireland, and that they ought to do so. 

I am, &c. 

Mr. Dempster, Inspector, Glasgow. (signed) John Skelton. 



— No. 14. — 

Letter from Mr. Millar to Mr. MacCartan. 

Board of Supervison, Edinburgh, 

Sir, 4 June 1878. 

Referring to your letter of the 20th April last, respecting the case of Agnes Adams, 
I beg to inclose, for the information of the guardians, copies of a letter which the Board 
received from the Inspector of Poor o'f Glasgow, dated 7th ultimo, and the Board’s reply, 
dated 10th ultimo. 

The Board have received no further communication from the Inspector since the date 
of my letter to him of the 10th ultimo. 

I am, &c. 

J. F. MacCartan, Esq., (signed) Wm. Millar, 

Clerk to the Guardians of Thomastown Union, for Secretary. 

Ireland. 



— No. 15. — 

(4460—78.) 

Letter from Mr. Dempster to the Secretary, Board of Supervision. 

Agnes Adams. 

City Parochial Chambers, Glasgow, 
Sir, 4 June 1878. 

I had yours of 10th ultimo, regarding the case of Agnes Adams. ,1 have received 
authority to pay the authorities of Thomastown Union the amount of their charges, 
which is only 49 shillings, and I shall remit that sum to-morrow to Mr. MacCartan, and 
this matter will thus be settled. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) A. Dempster, 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh. Inspector. 
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Case of Agnes Adams. 



•Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

-r, ° ir * 7 June 1878. 

Referring to your letter of 20th April last, and my reply, I beg to annex copy of 
a further letter which I have received from the Inspector of Poor of Glasgow, dated the 
4th instant. 



J. F. MacCartan, Esq., 

Clerk to the Guardians, Thomastown Union, 
Ireland. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Wm. Millar, 

for Secretary. 



CORRESPONDENCE between the Board of Supervision for Relief v of the Poor 
in Scotland, and the Local Government Board, Ireland , relating to the 
alleged Removal of Poor Person from Ireland to Scotland , 15th May 1874 
to 14th May 1878. 



— No. 1. — 

Letter from Mr. J. Skelton to Mr. B. Banks. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Bir, _ 3 November 1876. 

I am directed by the Board of Supervision to transmit to you the enclosed copy of a 
letter which they have received from the Inspector of Poor of the Govan Combination, 
dated the 30th ultimo, respecting conduct of the guardians of the Oughterard Union, with 
reference to the removal of Bridget Walker, or Maillie, and her four children, to this 
country, and to request that inquiry may be made, and that thereafter the Local Govern- 
ment Board will favour the Board with their observations. 

I am, &c. 

B. Banks, Esq., (signed) John Shelton. 

Local Government Board, Dublin. 



Enclosure in No 1. 

Case of Bridget Walker, or Maillie, and Four Children. 

Govan Combination Parochial Board Chambers, 

7, Carlton Place, Glasgow, 

Sir, 30 October 1876. 

I beg respectfully to call the attention of the Board of Supervision to the case of the 
above named. She has to-day become chargeable to this parish, and from her statement 
it appears that she was chargeable to the union of Oughterard, Ireland, in the workhouse 
for about four months, till the 18th current, when she was allowed by the guardians of 
that union, on the express condition that she would with her four children proceed to this 
country, the sum of 4 l. She was born in Oughterard, and her husband, Mark Maillie, 
was also a native of that place, and had no settlement in Scotland. He died in Belvi- 
dere Fever Hospital, Glasgow, on the 18th current. 

During the last two or three years, and when she left Ireland on the 18th current, 
pauper, knew nothing whatever regarding her husband, further than that he was supposed 
to be living somewhere about Glasgow, and it therefore must have been evident to the 
guardians of Oughterard, that in all probability as soon as she landed in this country she 
would require to apply for parochial relief. 

As such proceedings on the part of the guardians of Oughterard are decidedly contrary 
to law, I think it right that the Board of Supervision should be informed of the case, in 
order that they may adopt what measures they consider necessary to at least prevent a 
recurrence of such proceedings. 

259. I would 
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I would also respectfully submit to the consideration of the Board of Supervision,, 
whether the guardians of Oughterard should not be made to remove the pauper and her 
children back to their workhouse, at their own expense. 



John Skelton, Esq., Secretary, 
Board of Supervision, Edinburgh. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Andrew Wallace, 
Inspector. 



— No. 2. — 

(No. 21,142—1876.) 

Letter from Mr. B. Banlts to the Secretary, Board of Supervision. 

Oughterard Union — Miscellaneous. 

Local Government Board, Dublin, 

Sir, 11 November 1876. 

The Local Government Board for Ireland acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 3rd instant, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Inspector of Poor of the Govan 
Combination relating to the case of a woman named Bridget Walker, or Maillie, who it 
is alleged was allowed by the board of guardians of the Oughterard Union a sum of 
4 1. on the express condition that she would, with her children, proceed to Scotland, and 1 
in reference thereto the Local Government Board have directed to be forwarded to you 
herewith, for the information of the Board of Supervision, a copy of a statement made by 
the clerk of the Oughterard Union on the subject. 

The Local Government Board have referred this matter to the Inspector of the district, 
who informs them that he can vouch for the correctness of the statement. 

By Order of the Board, 

To the Secretary, (signed) B. Banks, Secretary. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh. 



Enclosure in No. 2. 

(No. 21,142-76 — Oughterard Union.) 

Copy of Statement by Clerk of Union. 

Aughterard, 6 November 1876. 

I beg to give you the following particulars relating to the woman named Bridget 
Walker, or Maillie. 

She has been several times in this workhouse since her husband went to Scotland, and 
always left when she received any money from him. Her last admission with her four 
children was on the 13th July 1876 ; she was discharged on 19th August off the books, 
being employed by the guardians a6 nurse in the fever ward, when no other could be got 
in the town, at 8 s. per week, which sum was afterwards increased by the guardians to 
10s. per week for eight weeks ; this -was sanctioned by the Local Government Board on 
16th October 1876. She took her discharge, and was paid the 47. for her services as fever 
nurse ; she then proceeded, as we are informed, to Scotland to her husband, who, it appears 
from hearsay, was buried the day before she arrived there. 

She got no money from this board but what they considered she well and lawfully 
earned as fever nurse for eight weeks at 10s. per week, which was sanctioned by the 
Local Government Board. 

(signed) H. Flanagan, 

Clerk of Union. 



— No. 3. — 

Letter from Mr. J . Skelton to the Inspector of Poor, Govan Combination, Glasgow. 



Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, . 16 November 1876. 

Referring to your letter of the 30th ultimo, respecting the case of Bridget Walker, 
or Maillie, and her four children, I am directed by the Board of Supervision to transmit 
for your information, copies of a letter which they have received from the secretary of 
the Local Government Board, Dublin, dated the 11th instant, and of the statement 
therein referred to, which I now do. 



Mr. Wallace, 

Inspector of Poor, Govan Combination, 
Glasgow. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) John Shelton. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




